























































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































Exhibit I-3¢ Estimated ADDs Cost, by Category and Field Office (continued)

—————————————————————————————————————————————————— COST CATEGORY=TOTAL ADDS COST === - mmr oo o o oo e oo o oo m o m o e m o s

FIELD OFFICE CATEGORY PERCENT STANDARD ERROR COEFFICIENT OF 95 PERCENT CONFI- COST PER

NUMBER HAME COsT OF TOTAL OF TOTAL VARIATION DENCE TNTERVAL UNIT
Cit BOSTON, MA $365, 142,760 2 82 36,147,379 o 1C 70.848,864 10381 63
012 HARTFORD, CT $283,377,089 2 19 160, 000, 020 O 56 313,6Q0,040Q 14799 31
©13 MANCHESTER, $136,508.557 1 05 49,872,551 o 37 87,750,201 13874 23
Q14 PROV $138,745,903 1 Q7 45,893,972 o 33 89,952,185 14078 73
021 BUFFALO, NY $253,266,693 i 96 112,042 942 O 47 233,324,166 8987 25
022 SAN JUAN, PR $1,002,581,0256 7 74 140,178,509 O 14 274,749,877 15972 30
023 WEW YORK, NY $1,2586, 248, 166 9 70 115,692,645 O 09 226,757,584 7886 60
Q24 NEWARK, Nu $396.367,336 2 75 54,257,470 0 15 106,344 .640Q 7480 ©4
031 BALTIMORE, M $145, 820, 806 1 13 52,021,048 0 3¢ 101,961,253 6180 51
032 PHILADELPHIA $350 654,937 2 71 134,070,668 O 38 262,778,510 7028 56
033 PITTSBURGH, $469,340,106 3 63 48,174,898 o 10 94,426,722 15000 64
034 RICHMOND, VA $648, 309,866 5 01 368,207,840 o 57 F21,887,285 31933 30
Q35 WASHINGTON, $132,767.064 1 Q3 28,751,486 o 22 %6,352.913 e6i16 20
Q36 CHARLESTON, 340,662,164 O 31 %.550,00% ¢ 16 12,838,010 5957 82
041 ATLANTA, GA $450,828,930 3 48 102,035,533 o 23 189,989,644 8027 BY
042 BIRMINGHAM, $462,768,2142 3 87 49,632,783 (eI 97,280,196 11015 83
043 COLUMBIA, SC $19%,601,399 1 5% 129,106,603 G 66 253,048,946 12542 08
044 GREENSEDRO,N $359,258,6L9 277 78,488,573 o 22 153,837,604 9634 21
045 JACKSON, M3 $64,431,296 Q SC {5,887,736 0 25 31,139,962 5210 78
046 JACKSONVILLE $128,675,084 O 99 22,132,837 0 17 43,380, 361 3083 37
047 KNDOXVILLE, T $£133.020,235 1 03 53,166,284 ¢ 40 104,205,916 8488 N
D48 LOUISVILLE, $205,551,566 1 89 45,522,595 o 22 89,224,286 8227 QO
049 NASHVILLE, T $103,997, 135 0 80 25,714,770 0 25 50,400,949 44160 a8
C51 CHICAGQ $849,294,173 6 56 174,269,483 o 21 341,568 186 11047 S8
052 COLUMBUS, OH $12,967,075 o 10 4,810,538 1 14 29,028,651 1272 40
C53 DETROIT ,MI $417,269,813 3 22 40,453,875 0 1% 79,289,595 21378 72
054 INDIANAPOLIS $224,471,9¢1 {1 73 37,597,883 Q17 73,691,398 13063 61
055 MILWAUKEE, W $156,680,907 129 31,934,231 O 20 62,583,253 12160 89
056 MINN/ST PAUL $876,050,323 6 77 448,404,455 0 &1 88C,832,732 41334 83
057 CINCINNATIT, $123,169,890 ¢ 85 38,068,644 o 31 T4.614 543 9355 15
Q58 CLEVELAND. O $314,088,3320 2 43 123,014,772 0 39 241,108 956 10610 02
059 GRAND RAPIDS $60, 309,866 O 47 19,097,908 ¢ 32 37.431%,827 g8c64 3¢
081 DALLAS, TX 336,794,917 o 28 34,045, 184 0 23 66,728,581 1067 79
062 LITTLE ROCK, $116,703,277 0 90 19,488,743 o 17 38,197,937 7841 38
063 NEW ORLEANS, $518,000,623 4 Q0 100,020,487 o 19 186,040,173 16717 78
CG4 OKLAHOMA CIT $170,608,710 1 32 117,182,383 Q 62 229,677,490 13347 58
065 SAN ANTONIO, $109,874,887 0 8BS 21,615,257 0 20 42,365,904 4751 14
ol=13 HOQUSTON, TX $146,230,73¢ 113 29,606,582 O 20 58,028,901 16575 €9
o71 KANSAS CITY, $96,799,036 o 75 45,960,733 O 47 89¢,083,037 6278 319
o2 OMAHA , NE $72,722,268 0 56 6,577,889 0 09 12,882,663 8757 45
072 ST LOUIS, MO $102,714,235 o 79 27,683,598 o 27 54,259,852 7047 29
74 OES MOINES, $2,040,754 Q 02 1,596,978 O 53 3,130.C77 716 48
o8 DENVER, CO $149,050,478 1 15 42,602,208 0 29 83,500,328 9160 50
091t HONOLULU OFF $30,332,431 G 23 &,790,826 Qo 22 13,310,018 5920 83
022 LOS ANGELES $68,836,819 O 53 30,746,064 O 45 60,262,286 3729 78
093 SAN FRANCISC $310,250, 148 2 40 38,287,628 Q12 75,063,350 1417¢ 38
024 PHOENIX OFFL $33,508,17 0 28 9,719,288 0 29 19,049,823 6446 39
oas SACRAMENTO © $48,233,354 0 37 12,577,599 Q26 24,652,093 10974 80
101 ANCHORAGE, A $33,580,965 O 26 47,176 Q Q0 92,46% 29876 30
102 PORTLAND, OR $53,0812,515 Q 42 26,526,527 O 49 51,991,992 8239 55
103 SEATTLE WA $127.122,761 ¢ 98 25,000, 301 O 20 49,000,588 8055 43

TOTALS $12,946.514, 760 100 00

1 xtpuaddy
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REGION

o1
02
03
04
05
06
cv
08
09
1¢

TOTALS

Exhibit I-4:

CATEGORY
CosT

$44,282, 9500
$200,098,085
$404,343, 247

$87,500, 187
$188, 188,867

$42,046,836

$30,938,9489
$16.534,266

$52, 168, 126

$14,655, 704

$780,757, 167

PERCENT
OF TOTAL

5
25
13

67
63
35
21
10
a9
396
12
&8
88

COST CATEGORY=ENERGY I50=1

STANDARD ERROR

OF TOTAL

7,791,492
32,834,900
21,212,419
22,135,840
41,397,325
21,452, 366

&,005,539

2,826,187
13,635,869

3,118,759

COEFFICIENT
YARIATION

OQOOQ0O0O0

18
i8
20
25
22
51
19
21
26
21

Estimated ADDs Cost, by Category aand BRegion

95 PERCENT CONFI-
DENCE INTERVAL

15,271,324
64,364,244
41,590,061
43,386,246
81,138,757
42,046,638
11,770,858

6,211,326
26,726,296

6,112,768

COST PER

UNIT

598
678
o8
322
go8
3386
742
1016
947
625

30
31
28
61
70
22
12
18
53
35

g
o
b=
©
=4
=M
[
»
=

17 o3ed



Exhibit I-4: Estimated ADDs Cost, by Category and Region {continued)

I x1puaddy

—————————————————————————————————————————————————— COST CATEGORY=MANDATORY IS0=f --------r—ross s s e - — st c s ucum s ra = o
REGION CATEGORY PERCENT STANDARD ERROR COEFFICIENTY OF 95 PERCENT CONFI- COST PER
COsT OF TATAL OF TOTAL YARIATION DENCE INTERVAL UNIT
o1 $27,887,634 7 16 10,817,151 O 39 21,337,615 376 79
02 $50,450,282 12 96 15,335,577 0 30 30,057,731 171 02
03 $84,794,492 21 77 22,141,873 Q 26 43,398,071 575 58
04 384,262,994 21 64 19,233,964 0 23 37,698,970 310 87
0% $83,798.6%4 21 52 21,812,403 0 26 42,752,340 400 18
06 $21.544,156 a8 10 22,125,502 o 70 43,365,983 252 24
Q7 $7,715,290 1 98 4,917,475 ¢ 64 9.638,251% 185 06
08 $85, 865 O 0z 8¢, 128 O €3 167,048 S 28
09 $11,721,532 3 ¢ 5,275,747 0 45 10,340, 464 212 20
10 $7,166,028 1 84 4,818,631 0 67 9,444,517 305 77

TDTALS $389,426,928 100 0O




Exhibit I-4: Estimated ADDs Cost, by Category and Region (continued)

———————————————————————————————————————————————— COST CATEGORY=PROJ SPECIFIC I50=1 =r=mmm oo oo oo s oo o bt mmmmo = m o= o
REGION

1 X1pusddy

CATEGORY PERCENT STANDARD ERROR COEFFICIENT OF 95 PERCENT CONFI- COST PER

COsT OF TOTAL OF TOTAL VARIATION DENCE INTERVAL UNIT
o1t $289,5803,655 10.08 76,087,329 Q 28 148, 150,750 3642 47
o2 $940, 326, 436 35 15 145,510,481 g 15 285,200,643 3187 62
03 $372,682,713 3 93 47,479,471 o 13 93,059,762 2529 B3
04 $349, 268,480 13 Q6 89,076,584 ¢ 19 127.550, 104 1287 79
G5 $433.482,655% 16 20 58,672,062 O 14 114,997,241 2070 1A
o8 $84,827,996 3 17 22,412,853 O 28 43,341,193 879 11
o $42, 190, 481 i 58 10,014,049 0 24 18,627,537 1012 OO
08 $4,245,029 O i 2,428,382 o 57 4,759,647 260 90
o9 $139, 256,830 5 21 26,215,738 o 12 52,754,841 2529 az
10 $39,2485,306 1 47 G, 185,867 0 18 12,924,289 1674 87

TOTALS $2,675,229.680 100 OO

027 @%eq



Exhibit I-4: Estimated ADDs Cost, by Category and Region (continued)

——————————————————————————————————————————————————— COST CATEGORY=HANDICAP ISO=1 == oo mm oo oo oo oo o o e oo m oo o

REGION CATEGORY PERCENT STANDARD ERRQR COEFFICIENT OF 95 PERCENT CONFI~ CO5T PER
casT OF TOTAL OF TOTAL VARIATION DENCE INTERVAL UNIT

o $50.072 ¢ 30 52,678 1 0% £03, 251 O 6B
02 $8,845,653 52 17 5,417,715 0 &6 10,618,721 29 93
03 $355,238 2 10 182,074 O 51 356,866 2 41
04 $214,222 1 26 135,194 0 63 264,980 0 79
Qs $6,798.872 40 10 2,863,795 C 42 5,612,980 32 47
06 $80, 169 O 47 53,850 0 &7 105,546 0 64
o7 $12 864 o 08 7,885 o 61 15,454 o
C8 30 ¢ 00 0 Q0
0g $666 o 00 637 1056 1,365 0 01
10 $597.,544 3 52 794,537 1 33 1,557,292 25 %0

TOTALS $16,955,308 100 QO

ko

1 X1puaddy

127 e8eg




REGION

o1
c2
<3
o4
911
08
o7
08
09
10

TOTALS

Exhibit I-4: Estimated ADDs Cost, by Category and Region (continued)

———————————————————————————————— COST CATEGORY=ENERGY ISOS2 == <o ssm oo oo mem e ool o oo oo e

CATEGODRY PERCENT STANDARD ERROR COEFFICIENT OF 95 PERCENT CONFI~- CO5T PER
COsT OF TOTAL OF TOTAL VARIATION DENGE 1INTERVAL UNIT
$7.538,834 2 47 2,153,077 O 29 4,220,031 101 86
$71.657,688 23 406 27.849,878 o 38 54,781,760 242 91
$32,785,518 10 73 19,163,468 O 34 21,880,398 222 55
$73,615,081 24 10 13,431,928 O 8 26,326,581 271 41
$59,3035,74¢8 i2 43 15,704,235 Q 26 30,780,307 2B3 36
$35,9061,220 1 77 12,727,193 O 35 24,945,298 287 48
$2.518,252 Q 82 830,385 o 33 1,627,554 60 40
37,574,780 2 48 3,561,893 0 47 6,981,309 465 3%
$9,962,469 3 286 3,114,892 ¢ a3t 6.105, 188 180 95
$4,496,894 1 47 1,359,547 o 20 2,664,741 121 B8

$308,432,484 100 00
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Exhibit I-4: FEstimated ADDs Cost, by Category and Region (continued)

-------------------------------------------------- COST CATEGORY=MANDATORY IS0=2 m=< = mmmmmmm e oo oo oo s mummemesnn=nn

REGION CATEGORY PERCENT STANDARD ERROR COEFFICIENT OF 9% PERCENT CONFI- COST PER
COST OF TOTAL DF TOTAL VARIATION DEMCE INTERVAL UNIT

i $48 800,495 g8 93 28,283,598 O S8 55,435,851 659 34
02 $207,300,304 42 47 83,981,679 0 41 164,604,092 702 73
03 $25,691,220 5 23 10, 197,784 O 40 19,987,657 174 39
Od $44,027 . 364 8 98 8,480,502 o 19 16,621,784 162 33
05 $117,849,500 23 97 35,569,561 O 30 69,716,339 562 79
o6 $30,992, 151 8 30 15,798,285 O %1 30,964,638 247 a2
o7 $12,527,062 2 55 B,990,412 0 72 17,821,207 300 72
0] $661,086 0 13 ' 385,776 0 60 ) 775.722 40 63
09 $3,200,829 O 65 1,288,239 ¢ 40 2,524,948 58 14
10 5492 815 o 10 384,095 0 78 752,826 21 03

TOTALS $491,552,80% 100 00

I xtpuaddy
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Exhibit X-4: Estimated ADDs Cost, by Category and Region (continued)

------------------------------------------------ COST CATEGORY=PROJ SPECIFIC [50=2 === -m-momrmom o oo e e e

REGION CATEGORY PERCENT STANDARD ERROR COEFFICIENT QF 95 PERCENT CONFI- COST PER
cosT OF TOTAL OF TOTAL VARIATION DENCE INTERVAL UNIT

o $197,863,470 7 08 44,214,318 o 22 86,660,063 2673 32
02 $794,386,482 28 42 100,570,847 0.13 197,118,860 2692 90
03 $195,264,461 6 o8 39,121, 140 o 20 76.677.434 1325 43
04 $489, 148,458 17 50 88,113,239 o i8 172,701,949 1803 46
05 $561, 489, 789 20 08 74, 198, 014 0 13 145, 428, 108 2681 41
08 $252,789,273 8 04 45,987,638 o 18 20,135,770 2021 ag
07 $76,225,950 2 73 15,577,673 0 20 30,532,632 1828 40
o8 $79, 408,254 2 84 21, 175,342 0.27 41,503,669 4382 20
09 $113, 256, 800 4 05 23,187,851 0 20 45,467,787 2057 08
10 $3%,773.832 1 28 6,455,273 o 18 12,652,334 1526 4%

TOTALS $2,795,633,889 100 00

I Xipuaddy
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Exhibit I-4: Estimated ADDs Cost, by Category and Region {continued)

--------------------------------------------------- COST CATEGORY=HANDICAP IS0=2 --------mmm oo oo oo s o e e e s s s b i
REGION CATEGORY PERCENT STANDARD ERROR CUOEFFICIENT OF 95 PERCENT COMFI- COs5T PER
CosT OF TOTAL OF TOTAL VARIATION DENCE INTERVAL UNIT
01 $1,562,232 4 14 1,377,092 O 88 2,698,101 21 1
o2 $1,629,596 4 05 786,813 0 51 1,542,153 5 19
03 $4.471,109 11 85 4,522,469 1 0t 8,864,040 30 35
C4 $9,803,998 25 99 10,320,527 1 Q5 20,228,232 38 15
ol $20.089,703 53 25 8,826,740 0 44 17,496,410 95 94
= $0 o 00 O 00
o7 30 Q 00 ¢ 00
o8 30 Qg 00 QO 0C
- 09 $0 Q 00 ¢ 00
10 $272,015% o 72 119,629 Q 44 234,472 11 61
TOTALS $37,728,6563 100 00

I xtpueddy
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Exhibit I—-4:

REGION

o
02
032
04
0%
el
07
08
09
10

TOTALS

CATEGORY
cosT

$150,646,923
$278, 186,772
$235, 982, 440
$£303, 598,892
$674 372,792
$239,681,754
$58,602,730
$3,576,242
$52 560,974
$30,851, 284

$2,028,060,802

COST CATEGORY=PROJ SPECIFIC 150=3

PERCENT
OF TAOTAL

T
13
11
14
a3
iR

43
T2
&4
a7
25
82
89
18
58
52

STANDARD ERROR

OF TOTAL

34,401,842
48,069,918
48,928,037
47,181,534
183,152,199
62,556,926
15,740,770
1,261,004
11,912,601
25,236,452

CONE T .

T .

COEFFICIENT
VARTATION

oQoOOQoOR0o

23
17
21
16
a7
29
27
35
23
82

9% PERCENT CONFI-
DENCE INTERVAL

67.427,610
94,217,032
97,858,952
92,475,807
358,978,311
136,331,575
30,793,109
2,471,967
23,350,658
49,483,446

Estimated ADDs Cost, by Category and Region {continued)

COST PER

UNTT

2035

943
1601
1119
3220
1916
1405

219

954
1316

as
03
85
35
49
58
68
79
66
44

1 x1puaddy
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Exhibit I-4: Estimated ADDs Cost, by Category and Region (continued)

e o e COST CATEGORY=ENERGY ISOEJ == rm-m==mmm s oo oo = mm oo oo oo oo — b oo m o - s

REGION CATEGORY PERCENT STANDARD ERROR COEFFICIENT OF 95 PERCENT CONFI- CDST PER
COST OF TOTAL OF TODTAL VARIATION DENCE INTERVAL UNIT

Ci $8.81%,597 5 80 2,241,106 G 25 4,392,562 119 11
o2 $31,523,371 21 09 13,023,435 o a1 25,525,932 106 BG
03 $29,739,995% 19 B9 7.626,374 O 26 14,947,693 201 87
04 $34,594,768 23 14 B,B896, 163 0 26 17,436, 480 127 55
05 $24,298,.569 16 25 6,641,544 o 27 13,017,426 146 04
06 $11,444,356 7 66 9,990,433 O 87 19,581,249 91 51
o7 $3,394,291 227 1,204,498 ¢ 35 2,360,811 ai 42
08 $0 ¢ 00 0 Q0
09 $5,682,534 3 a1 3,569,848 C G3 6,996,897 103 34
10 $0 0 CO o 00

TOTALS $149,500,483 100 00

I x1puaddy
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Exhibit I-4: Estimated ADDs Cost, by Category and Region {continued)

-------------------------------------------------- COST CATEGORYSMANDATORY IS0=8 —=-=--mr-mmmessm—m oo osdsasmnoos oo cmmcooo——oo-

REGLON CATEGORY PERCENT STANDARD ERROR COEFFICIENT OF 95 PERCENT CONFI- COST PER
COsT OF TOTAL OF TOTAL VARIATION DENCE INTERVAL UNET

01 $16,667,010 4 OB 8,642,982 O 52 16,940, 244 225 19
02 $12,826,544 3 39 11,166, 181 o Bi 21,885,734 46 B7
03 $316,738, 104 77 57 223,315,183 o 71 437,687,790 2150 02
04 $2%5,282,024 6 18 14,265,417 0 56 27,960,218 92 21
05 $20,149,708 4 93 8,026,902 O 45 17.692,730Q 98 23
06 $7.794, 145 1 9t 4,002,647 Q 51 7,845, 188 62 32
o7 $2.542,231 O 62 519,744 Q0 20 +,018,699 50 93
Q8 $0 0 00 O Q00
o8 $4,459,038 i 09 1,268,319 ¢ 28 2,485,204 80 99
10 $861, 104 o 2% 1,144,984 i 33 2,244,169 365 74

TOTALS $408,319,918 100 OO

1t xtpusaddy
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Exhibit I-4:

Estimated ADDs Cost, by Category and Region (continued)

REGION

o1
©2
03
o4
05
06
o7
Q8
09
10Q

TOTALS

CATEGORY
CosT

$2,563,607
30

$51,916
%1,044,752
$1,475,173
$90,748

$0

$0

$0

$5,226, 197

PERGENT
OF TOTAL

o 00
49 05
0 Q0
o 98
t9 g2
28 23
174
Q 00
0 00
Q 00

COST CATEGORY=HANDICAP I50=3

STANDARD ERRQR
OF TQTAL

1,162,872

56,301
442,715
990,883

57,428

COEFFICIENT
VARTATION

<

OGO =

45

o8
40
67
63

95 PERCENT COMFI-
DENGE INTERVAL

2,279,229

10,350
808,220
1,842,130
112,560

CasST PER
UNIT

QOGNIA0C®O

00
G2
o0
19
a9
B8O
18
Qo0
G0
o0

I x1puaddy

627 28ed




REGION

o1
o2
03
o4
5
Q6
7
o8
09
to

TOTALS

Exbibit I-4: Estimated ADDs Cost, by Category and Region (continued)

---------------------------- COST CATEGORY=PROJ SPECIFIC [S054 =-- - —m oo s s ommamo o soomosuo o oum oo mmm

CATEGORY PERCENT STANDARD ERROR COEFFICIENT OF 95 PERCENT CONFI- COST PER
COST OF TOTAL DF TOTAL VARIATION DENCE INTERVAYL UNIT
$52,967, 789 4 37 9,641,520 o 18 18,897,380 T15 65
$84,410, 755 7 79 24,557,839 0 26 48, 133,560 320 04
$123,504,005 10 19 57,356,096 0 48 112,417,948 838 34
$145 . 168, 567 11 o8 93,435,467 0 23 65,513,815 535 23
$623,711,037 S1 46 268,613 ,24% 0 43 526,481,950 2978 5%
$105,598, 406 8 T 49,308,600 C 47 96,644,857 844 40
$12,182, 260 1 04 6,244,349 o 51 12,238,924 292 21
$14,918,002 123 9,718,511 0 65 19,046,281 916 73
$30, 200,617 2 49 5,461,983 o 18 10,685,886 548 53
$9,271,910 o 2,561,041 O 28 5,019,639 395 63
$1.,211,934,4389 100 00

I x1pusddy
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Exhibit I-4: Estimated ADDs Cost, by Category and Region (continued)

---------------------------------------------------- COST CATEGORY=ENERGY IS0=4 —w--cmm—mem ettt mmm el e m o mmmam—m e e
REGION CATEGORY PERCENT STANDARD ERROR COEFFICIENT OF 95 PERCENT CONFI- COST PER
COST OF TOTAL 0OF TOTAL VARIATION DENCE INTERVAL UNIT
o1 $10,304.328 13 75 5,916,253 0 57 11,595, 855 139 22
Q2 $6,082,2086 8 12 4,916,015 o 81 9,835,390 20 B2
o3 $568, 381 0 a9 217,563 € 33 428, 424 4 64
04 $26,855,743 35 B4 15,920,362 0 59 34,203,209 98 02
a5 $11,937,020 15 92 6,635,975 0 BG 13,006,511 57 O1
06 $16,743,79¢6 22 34 9,758,292 0 58 19, 126, 253 133 89
o7 $312,884 0 42 171,912 0 85 336,947 7 51
o8 762, 197 102 729,817 0 96 1,430,441 4% B4
09 $243, 751 O 33 257,811 103 505,310 4 54
10 $1,023,610 1 37 432,155 0 42 847,024 43 68

_________________ o ——— P

TOTALS $74,939,916 100 C0

i x1puaddy
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Exhibit I-4: Estimated ADDs Cost, by Category and Region (continued)

—————————————————————————————————————————————————— COST CATEGORY=MANDATORY ISDR4 - == - o o o oo e o e e e e e e e e oo

REGION CATEGORY PERCENT STANDARD ERROR COEFFICIENT OF 95 PERCENT CONFI- COST PER
casT aF TOTAL 8F TOTAL VARIATION DENCE INTERVAL UNIT

o1 $3,804,243 2 06 2,062,082 O 39 4,041,681 47 35
o2 $1,379,459 O 81 684,885 Q S0 1,342,394 4 88
03 $2.514,660 1 48 569,321 O 23 1,115,870 17 07
04 $132,302,2414 T7 63 108,510,669 < B2 212,680,012 487 79
(4351 $47,503,61% 10 28 41,844,818 o 66 22,622,199 83 58
06 $5.690,023 3 34 2,982,750 ¢ 52 5,846, 189 45 5¢
Q7 $44, 486 0 Q3 18,856 o 42 36,957 t 07
08 $1,104,972 O 65 1,030,749 O 93 2,020,268 67 BO
c9 $2,960,292 t 74 2,751.621 G 93 5,393,178 53 77
10 $3,291.561 i 93 1,323,006 Q 40 2,593,092 140 45

TAOTALS $170,295, 150 100.00

I xipuaddy
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Exhibit I-4: Estimated ADDs Cost, by Category and Region (continued)

--------------------------------------------------- COST CATEGORY=HANDICAP ISD=4 =wmm = mme e e e emmm o wmeroouemmn——
REGION CATEGORY PERCENT STANDARD ERROR COEFFICIENT OF 95 PERCENT CONFI- COST PER
COST DF TOTAL OF TOTAL VARIATION DENCE INTERVAL UNIT

01 $3,549.893 94 15 2,810,377 0 79 5,508,338 47 96
02 $0 0 Q0 0 00
03 $72, 907 1 93 65,807 0 90 128,98 0 49
04 $0 0 00 : 0 00
05 $0 0 00 0 00
06 $115,630 - 3 o7 91.442 o 79 179,226 0 92
07 $31,920 0 85 17,970 0 56 35,221 0 77
o8 $0 0 0o 0 00
09 $0 o 00 0 00
10 $0 © 00 0 00

TATALS $3,770,351 100 00
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REGION

Q1
Q2
Q3
04
03
Q&
o7
o]
og
10

TOTALS

Exhibit I-4:

CATEGORY
CosT

$57.928,73%
$49,763,935
$34, 183,590
$11%,0857,860
$64,884, 351
$168,364,809

$9,958,534
$15,289,684
$12,852, 159
$59,820,067

$684, 113,727

PERCENT
OF TOTAL

g 92
a 52
S 85
19 Ot
11 #1
28 82

COST CATEGORY=PRGOJ SPECIFIC ISG=5
STANDARD ERROR

0OF TOTAL

15,430,621
17,375,271
12,772,084
40,224,270
18,780,347
106,683, 701

4,809,603
11,386,992

5,381,980
12,594,881

CDEFFICIENT
VARIATION

[sXeReoRodoteo ol Nol

27
a5
a7
36
29
&3
48
74
42
21

Estimated ADDs Cost, by Category and Region (continued)

95 PERCENT COWNFI-
DEMNCE INTERVAL

30,361,617
34,055,531
25,033,284
78,839,568
36,809,479
209,100,053
9,426,822
22,318,504
10,548,682
24,685,968

€057 PER

UNIT

782
168
232
409
3089
1346
238
939
233
2552

57
T0
04
45
¢
30
a7
G2
43
49

oo
<
o

4]

=]

o

=

"

H

nET - °%eg



’ Exhibit I-4: Estimated ADDs Cost, by Category and Region (continued)

-------------------------------- meeemmmnrceemem—=ae=- GOST CATEGORY=ENERGY IS0=5 =--vemrrmumm ot st e s st an ——a e r o — ===
REGION CATEGORY PERCENT STANDARD ERROR CDEFFICIENT QF 95 PERCENT CONFI- CO5T PER
COsT OF TOTAL OF TOTAL VARIATION DENGE INTERVAL UNLT

C1 $£7,293.631 8 g7 3,587,767 0 49 7,032,023 98 o4
o2 $18,9497,392 22 48 14,394,722 Qo 76 28,213,654 &4 13
03 $23,640,452 28 09 14,872,690 Q 83 29,150,472 160 47
04 $21,862,162 25 98 15,960,678 O 73 31,282,929 80 80
05 $7,650,567 9 09 3,996,772 0 52 ¥.833,673 36 54
o8 $2,884, 165 3 43 1,213,599 O 42 2,378,654 23 06
a7 $117,951 O 14 56,688 C 48 111, 1{C 2 83
08 $C 0o Q0 . 0 00
09 ’ $0O O 00 . Q 00
{0 $1,786,075 2 12 1,224,196 C 69 2,389,423 76 21°

TOTALS $684,152,395 SO0 GO

1 xtpuaddy
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REGION

8%
b o2
23
8%
05
o5
a7
B
09
10

TOTALS

Exhibit YI-4: Estimated ADDs Cost, by Category and Region (continued)

CATEGURY PERCENT STANDARD ERROR COEFFECIENT OF 85 PERCENT CONF1I-
GOST OF TOTAL OF TOTAL VARIATION DENCE INTERVAL
%4 ,037,321 3 82 2,246,618 O 56 4,403,371
$1.956,254 1 85 1,188,367 o 61 2,329,200
$91,038,103 88 10 82,710,668 O a4 162,112,908
3588, 114 Q 56 530,878 o 80 1,040,717
42,953,393 279 1,505,205 O 51 2,880,202
$1,025,948 ¢ a7 627,441 0 61 1,229,783
${28,810 0 12 82, 10 0 63 160,935
80,715 o 0B 73,553 O 9t 44, 164
$852,018 O 81 361,516 0 42 ¥08,8572
$3,074,660 2 9t 1,234,542 0 40 2,413,823
$105,737,338 100 00

------------------------------ COST CATEGORY=MANDATORY ISD=B = rmm o m o o e e s e o e s o

COST PER

UNETY

54
[
617
2
14
8

3

4
i5
31

55
83
97
7
to
20
i
98
48
19

-
o
b=l

[}

1

o
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b

i
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Exhibit I-4: Estimated ADDs Cost, by Category and Region (continmed)

--------------------------------------------------- COST CATEGORY=HANDICAP [SOSS mmrem-mmmm== == mmmm—mmro o= ossso—mocmoo—m=mooe s

REGION CATEGDRY PERCENT STANDARD ERROR COEFFICIENT DF 95 PERCENT CONFI- COST PER
COsT OoF TOTAL OF TOTAL VARTATION DENCE INTERVAL UNIT

01 $0 Q 00 o 00
o2 $0 o 00 ¢ Qo
03 $0 C 00 o oG
o4 30 ¢ Q0 ¢ oD
Q5 £10,970 O 74 7.861 o 73 15,603 ¢ 05
0] 1,225,759 82 38 637,835 ¢ 52 1,250,157 g BD
o7 $20, 285 1 36 g.128 O 40 15,930 O 49
o8 $0 o o0 0 Q0
09 30 0 0C O 00
10 $230,842 15 52 101,522 ¢ 44 198,982 g B85

TOTALS $1,487 ,857 100 Q0

1 xt1pusddy
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Exhibit I-4:

Estimated ADDs Cost, by Category and

----- MM Mmmme s tmcces e mm e mm e — -~ QOST CATEGURYSCURRENTLY PROHIBITED

REGION CATEGORY PERCENT STANDARD ERROR COEFFICIENT

COST OF TOTAL OF TOTAL VAREATION

o1 $1,843,676 176 778,533 o

0z $3,623,867 3 46 1,325,138 O

03 $2,759,627 2 83 1,063,817 0

C4 $4,698,412 4 48 3,431,724 O

0% $43,554,802 41 56 20,668,183 o

08 $7,805,369 T 45 4,248,072 ¢

07 $7.,747,980 7 39 3,813,767 8]

cB $1,508,224 1 44 790,734 o)

08 $30,577,810 29 18 22,856,448 0

0 $6B82,523 0 65 208,931 o
TOTALS $104,802,411 100 OO

42
37
20
73
47
54
49
52
75
ai

Region (continued)

9% PERCENT CONFI-
DENCE INTERVAL

1,525,824
2,597,211
2,085,278
6,726,173
40,509,658
8,328,181
7.474,983
1,549,832
44,798,638
409,504

COST PER

UNIT

24
12
18
47

208
62

185
a2

55%
29

a1
28
73
32
o0
a1

85"’

69
339
12

-
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Exhibit I—-4: Estimated ADDs Cost, by Category and Region {continued)

------------------------------------------------------- COST CATEGORYSNQ ISO === mm oo o o e e i m oS mmmm —— o

REGION CATEGORY PERCENT STANDARD ERROR COEFFICIENT OF 9% PERCENT CONFI- COST PER
COsT OF TOTAL OF TOTAL VARIATION DEMCE IMTERVAL UNIT

ot $6, 181,308 1 20 2,294,951 o 37 4,498,104 83 B2
G2 $91,248,306 7 7 22,216,844 O 25 44,917,015 208 32
Q3 +105,283,379 20 43 21,479,631 O 20 42,100,077 714 66
04 $160,219,616 31 09 53,563, 128 0 a3z 104,983,730 590 72
05 $69,527,143 13 49 36,460.499 G B2 71,462,577 332 03
06 $50,031,980 9 71 23,735,324 O 47 46,521,236 400 07
o7 $7.737,970 1 50 2,016,112 0 33 4,931,572 i85 ©1
o8 $3,276,491 0 &4 2,440,167 c 74 4,782,727 201 37
09 $20,845,24+4 4 06 5,989,322 0 29 11,732,071 380 493
10 $822,467 O 18 505,910 ¢ &b 991,584 39 36

TOTALS $515,373,912 100G QO

1 x1puaddy
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REGION

01
02
03
04
05
06
o7
08
09
10

Exhibit I-4: Estimated ADDs Cost, by Category and Region (continued)

----------------------------------------------------- COST GATEGORY=DTHER ADDS T T T T T e e e e e e oo
CATEGORY PERCENT STANDARD ERROR COEFFICIENT OF 95 PERCENT CONFI- COST PER
CosT QF TOTAL OF TOTAL VARIATION DENCE INTERVAL UNIT

$2,454 568 40 34 2,119,813 0O &8s 4,146,993 a3 1e
$386,227 & 35 201,205 Q 52 394, 361 1 3t
$1,1404,289 18 15 705,721 O 54 1,383,214 7 50
$10,416 Q17 10,0862 O 87 19,722 O 04
$1,659,915 27 28 2,246,423 1 35 4,402,988 7 93
$0 0 0C o 00
$223,363 3 67 23,288 Q10 45,645 5 36
$0 0 00 o o0
$246,079 4 04 164,711 O &7 322,834 4 47
5 C OC 0 90
$6.084,968 100 €O

TGTALS
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Exhibit I-4: Estimated ADDs Cost, by Category and Region (continued)

¢
-------------------------------------------------- COST CATEGORY=TOTAL ADDS COST rewmmo o o oo oo o e e o oo dtanc e ——mmme o

REGION CATEGORY PERCENT STANDARD ERROR COEFFICIENT OF 8% PERGENT COWFI- COsT PER
cosT OF TOTAL OF TOTAL VARTATION DENCE INTERVAL UNIT

o1 $923,774.318 7 14 177,482,866 o 12 347,866,417 12481 08
o2 $2,868,463,220 22 186 223,944,728 ¢ 08 438,925,787 9723 83
Q3 $1,787,625.042 13 81 399,310,303 o 22 782.648, 193 12134 38
04 $2,.104,132,526 16 25 204,953,956 G 10 401,709,754 7757 80
05 $3.034,302,429 23 44 503,557, 141 o 17 986,971,996 1449¢C 39
08 $1,098,213,148 B 48 163, 151,671 0 1% 318,777,275 8781 70
o7 $275,276,293 2 13 54,079,475 o 20 105,895,770 6602 93
o8 $£149,050,4738 1 15 42,602,208 Q 29 83,500,328 9160 50
09 $421, 161,066 3 78 52,065,380 O i1 102,048,163 RS20 96
0 $214,516, 241 1 66 36,450,979 o 17 71,443,919 9153 28

TOTALS $12,946,514,760 100 00
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Appendix I Page 242

REDESIGN

The national redesign c¢ost estimate for $2,063 million was allocated to
the 51 field offices and 10 BUD regions by first estimating the total number
of dwelling units located in developments in need of redesign. To derive this
estimate the Modernization Needs Survey questionnaire results were used.
Developments were classified as redesign developments if they indicated a need
for substantial redesign or indicated that major redesign work was needed in
any of five development components or indicated that minor redesign work was
needed in at least two of the five development components. The resulting
field office redesign dwelling unit counts were then ratio adjusted to agree

with the national count of 159,571 redesign dwelling units.

To estimate the redesign cost of each field office, the estimated number
of redesign dwelling units was multiplied times the national redesign cost per
dwelling unit mean of $12,93). The field office redesign estimates were then
summed to form the HUD region estimates. The field office and HUD region

redesign estimates are shown in Exhibit I-5.



Exhibit I-53:

0Bs FIELD

OFFICE

MUMBER

1 011

2 012

3 013

4 014
SUBTOTAL

(1234 FIELD

OFFICE

NUMBER

5 021

6 022

7 023

8 024
SUBTOTAL

pes FIELD

QFFICE

NUMBER

9 031}

10 032

11 033

12 034

13 035

14 036
SUBTOTAL

Total Redesign Cost, by Region and Field Office

FIELD TOTAL
OFFICE REDESIGN
NAME COST
BOSTON, MA 292,5&4.&03
HARTFORD, CT £4,020,534
MANCHESTER, 430,087,273
PROV 411,735,547
$1688,407,967
-------- REGION=02 -=w- - -
FIELD TOTAL
OFFICE REDESIGH
NAME COST
BUFFALD, NY §25,678,9bb
SAN JUAN, PR 51,128,387
NEW YORK, NY $33,907,548
NEWARK, HNJ $154,816,327
$264,531,228
— = - REGIONZQR3 srm--s -----
FIELD TOTAL
OFFICE REDESICN
NAME cosT
AL TIMORE, M h3,2587, 246
PHILADEL PHIA 90,843,229
PITTSAURGH, 479,101,709
RICHMOND, VA 420,720,758
WASHINGTON, $35,405,419
CHARLESTON, 49 553,882

$2858, 846,244

PERCENT OF
GRAND
TOTAL

4,49
2 62
1 46
0 57

913

PERCENT OF
GRAND
TOTAL

119
2 A8
1 64
7 50

14 01

PERCENT OF
~GRAND
TOTAL

2 58
1 30
1 83
1 00
1 72
.46

e

-

1 xtpuaddy
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Exfibit I-5:

0BS5S FIELD
OFFICE
HUMBER
15 04}
16 042
17 043
18 044
19 045
20 046
21 047
22 048
23 049
SUBTOTAL
0BS FLELD
OFFICE
NUMBER
24 051
25 052
26 0653
27 054
28 055
29 056
30 057
31 058
az 059
SuBI10TAL
0Bs FILLD
OFFICE
NUMBER
33 (LY
1 062
35 063
36 64
37 065
38 066
SUBTOTAL

REGION=04 -—=v--mmeoonn-
FIELD TOTAL
OFFICE REDESIGN
NAME cosT
ATLANTA, GA $117,968 613
BIRMINGHAM, 460,458,393
COLUMBIA, SC 22,822,617
GREENSBORD N £9.139,775
JACKSON, MS 11,538,772
JACKSONVILLE 58,675,797
KNOAVILLE, T 25.403,147
LOUISVILLE, 62,291,478
NASHVILLE, T $34,691, 161

S — REGION=US ----= -

FIELD TOTAL
OFFICE REDESIGH
NAME COST
CHICAGO $212,659,265
COLUMBUS, OH 18,295,603
DETROIT,MI 76,528,167
INDIANAPOL IS 15,748,784
MILWAUKEE, W 19,124,611
MINN/ST PAUL 246.134,542
CINCINHATI, 36,327,751
CLEVELAKD, 0 439,875,848
GRAND RAPIDS 44,092,736

= - REGIONS0B == ---mmmmcmmmsm oo mmcemn o 2 2 meocmeeos

$488,787,407

FIELD TOTAL
OFFICE REDESIGN
NAME cosT

DALLAS, TX 323.047.723
LITTLE ROCK, 15,760,497
NEW ORLEANS, $14,306,692
OK! AHOMA CIT {4,549 168
SAN ANTONIO, 98,664,514
HOUSTON, TX 420,465,666

56,793,265

PERCENT DF
GRAND
TOTAL

6 69
2,93
111
3 35
0 &é
Z 84
b 23
302
1 88

231 én

PERCENT OF
GRAND
TOTAL

10 31

1 86

In

0 78

. LK
2 24

b 74

1 93

PERCENT OF
GRAND
TOTAL

i1z
0 76
0 69
0D 22
8§ 42
0 49

1 21

Total Redesign Cost, by Region and Field Office (continued)
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Exhibit I-5:

GRAND TOTAL

gy s+ = eme —ewe - 2 REGIONZD7 ~—m—mmmmmmmem e - .

0Bs FLELD FIELD TOTAL

OFFICE DFFICE REDESIGN
NUMBER NAME €oST

- 39 [(ra KANSAS CITY, $12,967,552

40 072 OMAHA, NE 48,589,686

43 073 ST LOUIS, MO $26,318,040

82 a7a DES MDIKES, $1,558,948

SUBTOTAL 449,434,226

-------------------------------- wa ao —o-ve —o- REGION-OB -,- - —-as --
— oBS FIELD FIELD TOTAL

OFFICE OFFICE REDESIGN
NUMBER NAME cosT

43 081 DENVER, CO $16.,320,773

« mmmmemm— e ema —m - wammmmarernen cmmem - emnn o REGION-09 ----we-- - .
oBs FIELD FIELD TOTAL

OFFICE OFFICE REDESIGN
NUMBER NAME COST

a4 091 HONOLULU QOFF 315,176,317

45 092 L0OS ANGELES 459,721,343

16 093 SAN FRANCISC 168,871,858

47 094 PHOENTIX OFFI $14,955,679

48 298§ SACRAMENTO O $5,021,006

SUBTOTAL $1631,746,203
. e o - REGION-10  -w--wo-- -
oes FIELD FIEID TOTAL

OFFICE QFFICE REDESIGH
NUMBER NAME CDST

49 101 ANCHORAGE, A $1,419,239

50 102 PORTLAND, UR 412,807,937

53 103 SEAITLE WA 411,288,318

SUBTOTAL $25,515,4%4

Total Redesign Cost, by Region and Field Office (continued)

PERCENT OF
GRAND
TOTAL

0.63
0.42
1 28
0 o8

PERCENT OF
GRAND
TOTAL

0 79

PERCENT OF
GRAND
TOTAL

0 74
2 89
134
0 72
0 24

7 94

PERCENT OF
GRAND
TOTAL

I ¥1pusddy
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Appendix I Page 246

ENERGY CONSERVATION

Each of the national total estimates for the energy variables was
allocated to the field office level by first classifying each field office by
climate zone. Exhibit I-6 shows which of the five climate zones each of the
51 field offices was assigned to. The energy 1nspection saméié-of residentaal
buildings and site-wide facilities was then post—stratified on the basis of
climate zone, and mnatiocnal estimates for each of the energy‘variables were
calculated for the five climate zones. The mean cost per dwelling unit was
then computed for each of the energy variables for the five climate zones.
The total count of dwelling units in each field office was then multiplied
times the appropriate climate zone mean cost per dwelling unit values for the
energy variabies to form field office estimates. These were then summed to
form HUD region estimates. Exhibit I-7 presents the energy estimates for the
51 field offices and 10 HUD regions.



Alaska
Zone 5

Hawail
Zone 1

Exhibit 1-6
Climate Zones by State

Carnbean
Zone 1
{Puerto Rico,
Virgin Islands;
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Appendix I Page 248
Climate Field Field Office Sampled States in
Zone Office Name Field Office
3 11 Boston Massachusetts
4 iz Hartford Connecticut
4 13 Manchester New Hampshire, Maine
3 14 Providence Rhode Island
3 21 Buffalo New York
1 22 Carribean Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands
3 23 New York City New York
3 24 Newark New Jersey
3 31 Baltimore Maryland
3 32 Philadelphia Pennsylvania, Delaware
3 33 Pittsburgh Pennsylvania
2 34 Richmond Virginia
3 35 Washington D.C., Maryland, Virginia
3 36 Charleston West Virginia
2 41 Atlanta Georgia
2 42 Birmingham Alabama
2 43 Columbia South Carolina
2 44 Greensboro North Carolina
2 45 Jackson Mississippi
i 46 Jacksonville Florida
2 47 Knoxville Tennessee
3 48 Louisvilie Kentucky
2 49 Nashville Tennessce
4 51 Chicago Hlinois
3 52 Columbus Ohio
4 53 Detroit Michigan
3 54 Indianapolis Indiana
4 55 Milwaukee Wisconsin
5 56 Minneapohs/St. Paul Minnesota
3 57 Cincinnati Ohio
3 58 Cleveland Ohio
4 59 Grand Rapids Michigan
1 61 Dallas Texas
2 62 Little Rock Arkansas
2 63 New Orleans Louisiana
2 64 Oklahoma City Oklahoma
1 65 San Antonio Texas
1 66 Houston Texas
3 71 Kansas City Kansas, Missouri
4 72 Omzaha Nebraska
3 73 St. Lous Missourl
4 74 Des Motnes Towa
4 81 Denver Colorado, North Pakota
1 91 Honolulu Hawait
1 92 Los Angeles California
1 93 San Francisco Cabfornia, Nevada
1 94 Phoenix Arizona
1 95 Sacramento Cabifornia
5 101 Anchorage Alaska
3 102 Portland Oregon, Washington, Idaho
3 103 Seattle Washington




SUBTOTAL
0BS

SUBTOTAL
oss

SUBTDTAL

Exhibit I-73

Estimated Enmergy Variables, All Buildings, by Region and Field Office

FIELD FIELD DU COUNT
OFFICE  OFFICE FROM
NUMBER  NAME HUD
011 BOSTON, MA 35,172
012 HARTFORD, CT 19, 148
013 MANCHESTER, 9,839
014 PROV 9,855
74,014
COST 08M COST % OF
PER GRAND
DU TOTAL
17 $2,546,693 2.59
3t $903,578 0.92
31 $472,039 0.48
17 $714,454 0.73
$4,636,764 4.71
ANNUAL ENER- % OF oSt
GY SAVINGS GRAND PER
FROM ECOS TOTAL DU
$6,023,251 2.73 17
$5,237,497 2,37 274
$2,721,088 1.23 277
$1,695,474 0.77 172
$15,677,309 7.10

REGION=01
% OF ANNUAL ENRGY
GRAND SAVINGS FRH
TOTAL OZH ACTIONS
2,79 $3,313,107
1.52 $1,486,452
0.78 $770,931
0.78 $929, 547
5.88 $6,500,037
CoST ARNUAL SAV-
PER INGS BASED
pU ON PAYBACK
72 $5,814,518
47 $4,916,523
48 $2,556,408
72 $1,636,379
$14,923,828
NET PRE- % OF
SENT VALUE  GRAND
OF SAVINGS  TOTAL
$93,295,668 2.56
$127,096,988 3.49
$65,614,847 1.80
$26,279,520 0.72
$312,287,024 8.58

cosT ANNUAL ENRGY
PER SAVINGS FRM
pu FIX ACTIONS
% $591,710
78 $602,258
78 $309,469
% $165,794
$1,669,231
cost TMPLEMNTATON
PER COST BASED
BU ON PAYBACK
165 328,624,698
257 $20,556,925
260 $10,685,212
166 $8,058,908
$67,925, 743
COST OF % OF
ECOS GRAND
TOTAL
$36,748,288 3.04
$24 884,312 2.06
$12,914,70 1.07
$10,341,939 0.86
$84 889,247 7.02

% OF
GRAND
TOTAL

2.05
2.09
1.07
0.57

% OF
GRAND
TATAL

3.05
z.19
1.14
0.86

CosT
PER
pu

814
1,076
1,086

818

1 xipuaddy
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Exhibit I-7:

Estimated Energy Variables, All Buildings, by Region and Field Office {continued)

OBS  FIELD  FIELD
OFFICE  OFFICE
NUMBER  NAME
5 021 BUFFALO, NY
6 022  SAN JUAN, PR
7 023 NEW YORK, NY
8 024 NEWARK, NJ
SUBTOTAL
0BS CosT OBM COST
PER
)
5 17 $1,835,865
6 26 $1,636,429
7 17 $11,485,856
8 17 $3,451,985
SUBTOTAL $18,411,134
oBS ANNUAL ENER- % OF
GY SAVINGS GRAND
FROM ECOS TOTAL
5 $4,348,923 1.97
6 $5, 113,585 2.31
7 $26,858,032  12.16
8 $8,210,930 3.72
SUBTOTAL $44,531,870  20.16

DU COUNT
FROM
HUD

25,359
62,770
159,289
47,575

% OF ANNUAL ENRGY
GRAND SAVINGS FRM
TOTAL O&M ACTIONS

2.02 $2,389,723
4.99 $1,558,817
12.66 $14,938,087
3,78 $4,491,504
23,44 $23,378,132
COST ANNUAL SAV-
PER 1HGS BASED
bu ON PAYBACK
72 4,197,945
26 $4,531,993
72 $25,945,568
7 $7,923,616
$42,599, 121
NET PRE- % OF
SENT VALUE  GRAND
OF SAVINGS  TOTAL
$67,375,720 1.85
$58,369, 285 1.60
$415,045,620  11.40
$127,327, 345 3.50

$668,117,970 18.36

cosT ANNUAL ENRGY
PER SAVINGS FRM
DU FIX ACTIONS
% $426,623
Pt $1,653,751
9% $2,679,750
% $800,373
$5,560,496
cosT IMPLEMNTATON
PER COST BASED
DU ON PAYBACK
166 $20,668, 779
72 $19,969,079
163 $127,564,006
167 $39,032, 743
$207, 176,608
COST OF % OF
ECOS GRAND
TOTAL
$26,531,297 2.19
$32,041,893 2.65
$163,985,272  13.57
350,076,938 4.1

$272,635,400 22.55

X oF
GRAND
TOTAL

2.20
2.12
13.58
4.16

COsY
PER
by

815
7
801
820

-

=]

=)
o
=1
=9
=
»
4
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Exhibit I-7: Estimated Energy Variables, All Buildings, by Region and Field Office {continued)

I xtpusddy

------------------------------------------- B LT & J O LI EeLE PP PP PEPLLRRRPTPPRLELLE
0BS  FIELD  FIELD DU COUNT X OF ANNUAL EKRGY % OF CosT ANNUAL ENRGY % OF
OFFICE  OFFICE FROK GRAND SAVINGS FRM  GRAND PER SAVINGS FRM  GRAND
NUWBER  NAME HUD TOTAL O&M ACTIONS  TOTAL DUy FIX ACTIONS  TOTAL
‘ 9 031  BALTIMORE, M 23,605 1.88 $2,221,015 2.68 9% $397,114 1.38
10 032  PHILADELPHIA 49,890 3.96 $4,702,622 5.68 94 $839,317 2.91
11 033 PITTSBURGH, 31,288 2.49 $2,947,589 3.56 94 $525,368 1.83
12 034  RICHMOND, VA 20,302 1.61 $704,876 0.85 35 $578,655 2.01
13 035  WASHINGTON, 15,409 1.22 $1,453,846 1.76 9% $259, 231 0.90
14 036  CHARLESTON, 6,825 0.54 $543,703 0.78 9% $114,819 0.40
SUBTOTAL %7,319 1.7 $12,673,649  15.31 $2,715,504 9.42
088 cost 084 COST % OF CoST ANNUAL SAV- % OF cosT IMPLEMNTATON % OF CoST
PER GRAND PER INGS BASED GRAND PER COST BASED GRAND PER
BU TOTAL DU ON PAYBACK TOTAL Uy ON PAYBACK TOTAL U
9 17 $1,707,359 1.74 72 $3,887,661 1.85 165 $19,132,596 2.04 811
10 17 $3,614,617 3.67 72 3,265,825 3.92 166 $40,700, 163 4.33 816
1 17 $2,265,712 2.30 72 $5,174, 6434 2.46 165 $25,474,439 2.7 814
12 29 $3,045,59% 3.10 150 $3,828, 004 1.82 189 $14, 675,689 1.56 723
13 17 $1,117,411 1.14 73 $2,561,115 1.22 166 $12,614,156 1.34 819
14 17 $494,755 0.50 72 $1,1352,984 0.54 166 35,579,648 0.59 818
SUBTOTAL $12,245,469  12.45 $24,850,023  11.79 $118,176,692  12.58
085 ANNUAL ENER- % OF CoST NET PRE- % OF COST COST OF X OF cosT
GY SAVINGS GRAND PER SENT VALUE  GRAND PER ECOS GRAND PER
FROM £COS TOvAL pU OF SAVIRGS  TOTAL ) TOTAL U
9 $4,026,507 1.82 171 $62,331,129 .71 2,641 $24,570,635 2.03 1,041
10 8,563,445 3.88 172 $132,686,665 3.65 2,660 $52, 240,454 4.32 1,047
1 $5,360, 287 2.43 171 $83,031,847 2.28 2,654 $32, 702,863 2.71 1,045
12 $3,971, 744 1.80 196 $53,841,009 1.48 2,652 $19,036, 720 1.57. 938
13 $2,653,728 1.20 172 $41,138,513 1.13 2,670 $16, 185,238 1.3 1,050
14 $1,173,886 0.53 172 $18,194,319 0.50 2,666 $7,160,478 0.5 1,049
SUBTOTAL $25,749,596  11.66 $391,223,482  10.75 $151,897,388  12.57
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Exhibit I-7: Estimated Energy Variables, All Buildings, by Region and Field Office (continued)

1 xipusaddy

R e L L L L L T e REGION=D4 «v--e-ccremarr s nesnummutasciccccaaarenrrasenarsrnrnrs AR
08S  FIELD FIELD BU COUNT % OF ANNUAL ENRGY ¥ OF £0ST AMNUAL ENRGY % OF
OFFICE  OFFICE FROM GRAND SAVINGS FRM GRAND PER SAVINGS FRM  GRAND
NUMBER  NAME HUD TOTAL O8M ACTIONS TOTAL pu FIX ACTIONS  TOTAL
15 041  ATLAKTA, GA 56,158 4.46 1,948,607 2.35 35 $1,600,636 5,55
16 D42 BIRMINGHAM, 42,009 3.34 $1,458,911 1.76 35 $1,197,356 4.15
17 043 COLUMBIA, SC 15,633 1.24 $541,999 0.65 35 $445 577 1.54
18 044  GREENSBORO,N 37,681 2.99 $1,306,728 1.58 35 $1,073,998 3.72
19 045  JACKSOK, MS 12,365 0.98 $429,130 0.52 35 £352,432 1.22
20 046  JACKSONVILLE 41,732 3.32 $1,034,423 1.25 25 $1,099,479 3.81
21 047  KNOXVILLE, T 15,671 1.25 $543,696 0.66 35 $446, 661 1.55
22 048 LOUISVILLE, 24,985 1.99 $2,356,699 2.85 0% $420,332 1.46
23 049  MASHVILLE, T 24,994+ 1.99 $858,216 1.05 35 $712,388 2.47
SUBTOTAL . 271,228 21.55 $10,488,408 12.67 $7,348,858  25.48
o08s cosT &M COST % Of cost AMMUAL SAV- % OF cosT IMPLEMNTATON % OF £OST
PER GRAND PER INGS BASED GRAND PER COST BASED GRAND PER
U TOTAL BU ON PAYBACK TOTAL DU ON PAYBACK TOTAL U
15 29 $8, 422,495 8.56 150 $10,581,853 5.02 188 $40,529,831 4.32 722
14 29 $6,302,610 .41 150 $7,923, 151 3.76 189 $30, 387,964 3.24 723
17 29 $2,343,848 2.38 150 $2,943,103 1.40 188 $11,257,807 1.20 720
18 29 $5,650, 046 5.74 150 $7,095, 801 3,37 188 $27,153,071 2.89 72t
19 29 $1,854,625 1.88 150 $2,330,416 .11 188 8,928,466 0.95 722
20 26 $1,083,775 1.10 26 $2,999,619 1.42 72 $13,163,333 1.40 315
21 29 $2,350,199 2.39 150 $2,952,494 1.40 188 $11,306,236 1.20 721
22 17 $1,811,368 1.84 72 $4,148,969 1.97 166 $20,433, 154 2.18 818
23 29 $3,750,213 3.81 150 $4,715, 264 2.26 189 $18,091,579 1.93 724
SUBTOTAL $33,569,179  34.12 $45,650,672 21.69 $181,251,441 19.30
08S ANNUAL ENER- % Of £osT MET PRE- % OF cosT COST OF % oF cost
GY SAVINGS GRAND PER SENT VALUE GRAKD PER ECOS GRAND PER
FROM ECOS TOTAL DU OF SAVINGS TOTAL BU TOTAL DU
15 $10,979,110 4.97 196 $148,840,841 4,09 2,650 $52,585,835 4.35 936
16 $8,220,690 3.72 196 $111,437,227 3.06 2,653 $39,414, 146 3.26 938
17 $3,053,558 1.38 195 $41,399,269 1.1 2,648 $14,611,174 1.24 935
18 $7,362,131. 3.33 195 $99,811,501 .74 2,649 35,237,826 2.92 935
19 $2,417,910 1.09 196 $32,778,400 6.90 2,651 $11,583,483 0.96 937
207 $3,382,487 1.53 81 $38,635,685 - 1.06 926 $21,109,413 1.75 506
2t $3,063,330 1.39 195 $41,529,193 1.4 2,650 $14,670,079 1.21 936
22 $4,298,817 1.95 172 $66,631,638 1.83 2,667 $26,221,538 2.7 1,049
23 $4,892,353 2.21 196 $66,317,854 1.82 2,653 $23,463,159 1.9 939
SUBTOTAL 847,670,387 21,58 $647,381,608 17.79 $238,896,654 19.76
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Exhibit 1I-7: Estimated Energy Variables, All Buildings, by Region and Field Office (continued)

------------------------------------------------------------ REBIONZ05 == - - n e oo oo e et
0BS  FIELD FIELD DY COUNT % OF ANNUAL ENRGY % OF oST ANHUAL ENRGY X OF
OFFICE  OFFICE FROM GRAND SAVINGS FRM GRAND PER SAVINGS FRM GRARD
NUMBER  HAME HUD TOTAL 08M ACTIONS TOTAL ou FIX ACTIONS TOTAL
24 051  cHicAGo 76,476 6.1 $5,933, 145 7.17 77 $2,417,944 8.38
25 052  COLUMBUS, O 10,191 0.81 $968, 162 1.17 95 $171,449 8.59
26 053  DETROIT,MI 19,518 1.55 $1,515,435 1.83 78 $613,896 2.13
27 054  INDIANAPOLIS 17,183 1.37 $1,616,895 1.95 94 $289,075 1.00
28 055  MILWAUKEE, W 12,884 1.02 $1,006,399 1.22 78 $405, 242 1.41
29 056  MINN/ST PAUL 21,19 1.68 $1,718,651 2.08 81 $21,938 .08
30 057  CINCINNATI, 13,166 1.05 $1,244,262 1.50 95 $221,497 0.77
31 058  CLEVELAND, O 29,603 2.35 $2,791,782 3.37 9% $498,022 1.73
32 059  GRAND RAPIDS 8,786 0.70 $587,863 0.83 78 $276,348 0.96
SUBTOTAL 209,401 16.64 $17,482,59% 21.11 $4,915,411 17.04
08S cosT O8M COST % OF cosT ANNUAL SAV- % OF cosy IMPLEMHTATON % OF cosT
PER GRAND PER INGS BASED GRAND PER COST BASED GRAND PER
pu TOTAL bU ON PAYBACK TOTAL DU ON PAYBACK TOTAL 0u
24 31 3,590,023 3.65 47 $19,592,519 9.30 255 $81,937,680 8.73 1,066
25 17 $743, 785 0.76 3 $1,732,515 0,82 170 8,549,488 0.91 839
26 3 $921,320 0.94 47 $5,012,623 2.38 257 $20,958,604 2.23 1,074
27 17 $1,242,948 1.26 72 $2,830, 746 1.34 165 $13,931,462 1.48 811
28 31 $614, 737 0.62 48 33,334,396 1.58 259 $13,938,593 1.48 1,082
29 1 $1,697,631 1.73 80 $4,633,947 2.20 219 $24,845,424 2.65 1,172
30 17 $956,224 0.97 73 $2,200,224 1.04 167 $10,841,729 1.15 823
3 17 $2,145,800 2.18 72 $4,912,866 2,33 166 $24,193,99% 2.58 817
32 31 * $420,911 0.43 48 $2,280,447 1.08 260 $9,532,037 1.02 1,085
SUBTOTAL $12,333,380 12.54 $46,530,283 22.08 $208,729,011 22.23
08s ANNUAL ENER- % OF CosT NET PRE- X OF £osT COST OF % OF cosT
GY SAVINGS GRAND PER SENT VALUE SRAND PER ECOS GRAND PER
FROM ECOS TOTAL DU OF SAVINGS TOTAL DU . +. JOTAL DU
24 $20,882,383 9.45 272 $508, 777,186 13.98 6,618 $99,282,626 8.21 1,291
25 $1,797,045 0.81 176 $27,953,873 0.77 2,743 $10,948,803 0.9 1,074
26 $5,339,789 2.42 274 $129,564,104 3.56 6,638 $25,369,825 2.10 1,300
27 $2,931,882 1.33 171 $45,388, 044 1.25 2,641 $17,890,753 1.48 1,041
28 $3,550, 150 1.61 276 $35,786,967 2.36 6,658 $16, 855,492 1.39 1,308
29 $4,569,216 2.07 216 351,206,769 1.41 2,416 $23,353,198 1.93 1,102
30 $2,280,366 1.03 173 $35,380,112 0.97 2,687 $13,905,198 1.15 1,086
34 $5,090, 160 2.30 172 $78,890,100 2.17 2,665 $31,049,429 2.57 1,049
32 $2,427,522 1.10 276 $58, 568,380 1.61 6,666 $11,522,462 0.95 1,31
SUSTOTAL $48,868,513 22.12 $1,021,515,536 28.07 $250,177,786 20.70
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Exhibit I-7: Estimated Energy Variables, All Buildings, by Region and Field Office (continued)

I xT1pusddy

------------------------------------------------------------ REGION=06 ----«-v=-veccemcmraamuncncontiascrrorrctsnaarrormanacacancannas
ons FIELD FIELD DU COUNT % OF ANNUAL EMRGY % OF COST AHNUAL ENRGY % OF
OFFICE CFFICE FROM GRAND SAVINGS FRM GRAND PER SAVIHGS FRM GRAKD
HUMBER NAME HUD TOTAL O&H ACTIONS TOTAL DU FIX ACTICONS TOTAL
33 061  DALLAS, TX 34,459 2.7 855,068 1.03 25 $907,864 3.15
34 062  LITILE ROCK, 14,883 1.18 $517,051 0.62 35 $424,201 1.47
35 063  NEW ORLEANS, 30,985 2.46 $1,076,177 1.30 35 $883, 144 3.06
36 064  OKLAHOMA CIT 12,782 1.02 $444,298 0.54 35 $364,317 1.26
37 065 SAN ANTONIO, 23,126 1.8 $573,320 0.9 25 $609, 282 2.1
38 065  HOUSTON, TX 8,822 0.70 $219,213 0.26 25 $232,426 0.81
SUBTOTAL 125,057 9.94 $3,685,128 4.45 $3,421,235  11.86
OBS COsT O&M COST % OF COsT ANNUAL SAV- % OF COSY TMPLEMHTATON X OF COST
PER GRAND PER INGS BASED GRAND PER COST BASED GRAND PER
DU TGTAL hll} ON PAYBACK TOTAL 217} ON PAYBALK TOTAL by
33 26 $896, 888 0.91 26 $2,483,238 1.18 72 $10,903, 976 1.16 316
34 29 $2,235,218 2.27 150 $2,808,123 1.33 189 $10,776,231 1.15 724
35 20 $4,648,876 4.72 150 $5,844,631 2.77 189 $22,419,889 2.39 724
36 29 1,918,369 1.95 150 $2,413,109 1.15 189 $9,268,187 0.99 725
37 26 $600, 772 0.61 26 $1,662,874 0.79 72 $7,297,897 0.78 316
38 26 $230,270 0.23 26 $657, 841 0.30 72 $2,802,971 0.30 318
SUBTOTAL $10,528,393  10.70 $15,849,816 7.52 $63,469, 152 6.76
0BS ANNUAL ENER- % OF COST NET PRE- X OF COST COST OF % OF COS3T
GY SAVINGS GRAND PER SENT VALUE GRAND PER ECOS GRAND PER
FROM ECOS TGTAL bu OF SAVINGS TOTAL by TOTAL Dy
33 $2,801,313 1.27 81 $31,983,430 0.88 928 17,522,446 1.45 509
34 $2,913,590 1.32 196 $39,494,505 - 1.09 2,654 $13,975,180 1.16 939
35 $6,064, 124 2.74 196 $82,202,682 2.26 2,653 $29,078,120 2.41 938
36 $2,503,759 1.13 196 $33,937,527 0.93 2,655 $12,017,006 0.99 940
37 $1,875,230 0.85 81 $21,418,031 0.59 926 $11,706,809 0.7 506
38 $719,907 0.33 82 $8,214,837 0.23 931 $4,516,17 0.37 512
SUBTOTAL $16,877,923 7.64 ) $217,251,012 5.97 $88,815,732 7.35
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Exhibit I-7: Estimated Energy Variables, All Buildings, by Region and Field Office (continued)

1 x1puaddy

------------------------------------------------------------ REGION=07 === cceracnmemme et e ac et e s cn s an e
ORS FIELD FIELD DU COUNT X OF ANNUAL ENRGY % OF COST ANNUAL ENRGY % OF
OFFICE OFFICE FROM GRAND SAVINGS FRM GRAND PER SAVINGS FRH GRAND
HUMBER NAME HUD TOTAL OiM ACTIONS TOTAL DY FIX ACTIONS TOTAL
3¢ o7 KARSAS CITY, 15,418 1.23 %$1,460,195 1.76 25 $259,384 0.9
40 072 OMAHA, NE 7,453 .59 $584,350 0.71 78 $234,421 0.81
41 073 ST LOULS, MO 14,575 1.16 $1,381,181 1.67 95 $245,203 0.85
42 074 BES MDINES, 4,244 0.34 $327,525 0.40 7 $133,484 0.46
SUBTOTAL 41,650 3.3 $3,733,250 4.53 $872,493 3.03
ORS Cos¥ O8M COST % OF COsT ANNUAL SAV- X oF casT IMPLEMNTATON A OF CosT
PER GRAND PER INGS BASED GRAND PER COST BASED GRAND PER
ou TOTAL bu ON PAYBACK TOTAL bu ON PAYBACK TOTAL DU
39 17 $1,122,014 1.4 73 $2,594,665 1.23 168 $12,792,994 1.36 830
40 31 $357,972 0.36 48 $1,938,041 0.92 260 $8,100,3% 0.86 1,087
&1 17 $1,061,258 1.08 73 $2,457,599 117 169 $12,119,199 1.29 832
42 31 $198,169 0.20 47 $1,081,53¢ 0.51 255 $4,523,104 0.48 1,066
SUBTOTAL $2,739,413 2.78 $8,071,845 3.8 $37,535,687 4.00
OBS ANNUAL ENER- % OF COsT KET PRE- X OF CosT COST OF % OF COsT
GY SAVIRGS GRAND PER SENT VALUE GRAND PER ECOS GRAND PER
FROM ECOS TOTAL pu OF SAVINGS TOTAL Dy TOTAL bu
39 $2,690, 049 1.22 174 $41,780,969 1.15 2,710 $16,397,708 1.36 1,064
40 $2,062,773 0.93 277 449,719,027 1.37 6,671 $9,789,535 0.81 1,314
41 $2,548,175 1.15 175 39,589,154 1.09 2,716 $15,531,395 1.28 1,066
42 $1,152,748 0.52 272 $28,086,61% 0.77 6,618 $5,480,630 0.45 1,29%
SUBTOTAL $B,453,744 3.83 $159,175,766 4.37 $47,199,267 3.90
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' Exhibit I-7:

43

0as

43

o8s

43

Estimated
FIELD FIELD
OFFICE  OFFICE
NUMBER  NAME

08%  DENVER, CO

CosT
PER
ou

31

ANNUAL ENER-
GY SAVINGS
FRO¥ ECGS

$4,486,200

O8M COST

$777,061
% OF
GRAND
TOTAL

2.03

DU COUNT
FROM
HUD

16,271
% OF
GRAND
TOTAL
0.79
CosT
PER
by

276

REGION=08
% OF ANNUAL ENRGY
GRAND SAVINGS FRM
TOTAL 08M ACTIONS
1.29 $1,271,627
COsT ANKUAL SAV-
PER INGS BASED
DY ON PAYBACK
48 $4,213,750
NET PRE- % OF
SENT VALUE GRAND
OF SAVINGS TOTAL
$108,367,534 2.98

% OF
GRAND
TOTAL

1.54
X OF
GRAND
TOTAL
2.00
CosT
PER
oy

6,660

cosT ANNUAL ENRGY

PER SAVINGS FRM

U FIX ACTIODNS

78 $511,774
COsT IMPLEMNTATON
PER COST BASED
by OW PAYBACK
259 $17,614,175
COsT OF % OF
ECOS GRAMD

TOTAL

$21,298,430 1.76

Energy Variables, All Buildings, by Region and Field Office (continued)
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Exhibit I-7: Estimated Energy Variables, All Buildings, by Begion and Field Office (continued)

------------------------------------------------------------ REGION=09 = x e mr e e et e e e bt e cae o
0BS FIELD FIELD DU COUNT % of ANNUAL ENRGY X OF cosT ANHUAL ENRGY X OF
OFFICE QOFFICE FROM GRAND SAVINGS FRM GRAND PER SAVINGS FRM GRAND
NUMBER NAME HUD TOTAL O&M ACTIONS TOTAL by FIX ACTIONS TOTAL
44 oM HOKOLULL OFF 5,123 0.41 $127,206 0.15 25 $134,972 0.47
45 092 LOS ANGELES 18,456 1.47 $458,397 0.55 25 $486, 245 1.69
46 093 SAN FRANCISC 21,885 1.74 $543,377 0.66 25 $576,585 .00
47 094 PHOENIX OFFI 5,198 0.41 $129,055 0.16 25 $136,948 0.47
48 095 SACRAMENTO O 4,395 0.35 $108,901 0.13 25 $115,792 0.40
SUBTOTAL 55,057 4,37 $1,366,937 1.65 $1,450,542 5.03
08s COosT 08M COST X 0OF CosT ANKUAL SAV- % of COsT IMPLEMNTATON % OF CosT
PER GRAND PER INGS BASED GRAND PER COST BASED GRAND PER
by TOTAL bu ON PAYBACK TOTAL cu ON PAYBACK TOTAL by
44 26 $133,521 0.14 26 $3569,761 Q.18 72 $1,624,237 e.17 317
45 26 $431,292 D.49 26 $1,332,969 0.63 72 $5,856,210 0.62 N7
46 26 $570,309 0.58 26 $1,579,333 0.75 72 $6,937,224 G.74% 317
47 26 $135,448 0.14 26 $375,086 0.18 72 $1,647,537 d.18 37
48 26 $114,053 0.32 26 $315,634 0.15 72 31,384,827 0.15 315
SUBTOTAL i32 $1,434 ,622 1.46 $3,972,784 1.89 $17,450,035 1.86
0BS ANHUAE ENER- % OF CosT NET PRE- % OF CosT CCST OF % OF cost
GY SAVINGS GRAND PER SENT VALUE GRAND PER ECDs GRAND PER
FROM ECOS TOTAL DU OF SAVINGS TOTAL bu TOTAL bu
bl $417,224 0.19 81 $4,762,314 G.13 930 52,613,390 0.22 510
45 $1,504,225 0.68 8z $17,167, 744 0.47 930 39,427,569 0.78 511
46 $1,782,016 0.8 81 $20,340,975 " 0.56 929 $11,160,535 0.92 510
47 $423,218 0.19 a1 $4,830,915 ~ 0.13 929 $2,650,382 0 22 510
48 $355,874 0.16 a1 $4,065,483 2.1 925 $2,219,248 0.18 505
SUBTOTAL $4,482,557 2.03 $51,167,432 t.41 328,071,124 2.32
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Exhibit T-7: Estimated Energy Variables, ALl Buildings, by Region and Field Office (continued)

49
50
51

SUBTOTAL

GRAKD TOTAL

OBS

49
50
51

SUBTOTAL

GRAMD TOTAL

ags

49
50
31

SUBTOTAL

GRAND TOTAL $220,925,800

FIELD FIELD DU COUNT % OF ANNUAL ENRGY % OF
OFFICE  OFFICE FROM GRAND SAVINGS FRM  GRAND
NUMBER  NAME HUD TOTAL 0ZM ACTIONS TOTAL
101 ANCHORAGE, A 1,124 0.09 $94,068 0.11
102 PORTLAND, OR 6,531 0.52 $619,551 0.75
103 SEATTLE WA 15,781 1.25 $1,491,053 1.80
23,436 1.86 $2,204,671 2.66
1,258,466 100,00 $82,804,435  100.00
cost ORM COST % OF CoST ANNUAL SAV- % aF
PER GRAND PER INGS BASED GRAND
DU TOTAL DU GN PAYBACK TOTAL
1 $92, 251 0.09 82 $254, 184 0.12
17 $476,012 0.48 73 $1,105,024 0.52
17 $1,145,902 1.16 73 $2,635,235 1.25
$1,714,165 1.7 $3,994,443 1.90
$98,389,560  100.00 $210,696,563  100.00
ANNUAL ENER- % OF £osT NET PRE- % QF CosT
GY SAVINGS GRAND PER SENT VALUE GRAND PER
FROM ECOS TOTAL DU OF SAVINGS TOTAL DU
$250, 644 0.11 223 2,805, 050 0.08 2,496
$1,145,932 0.52 175 $17,812,744 0.49 2,727
$2,731,125 1.24 173 $42,368,780 1.16 2,685
84,127,701 1.87 $62, 986,585 1.73
100.00 $3,639,473,969  100.00

cosT ANNUAL ENRGY X OF
PER SAVINGS FRM  GRAND
BY FIX ACTIONS  TOTAL
84 $1,163 0.00
95 $109, 874 0.38
% $265,490 0.92
$376,528 1.31
28,842,076 100,00
cosT IMPLEMNTATON % OF
PER COST BASED GRAND
DU ON PAYBACK TOTAL
226 1,351,007 0.14
169 $5,450,806 0.58
167 $12,984,427 1.38
$19,786,330 2.11
$939,112,873  100.00
COST OF X OF £osT
ECOS GRAND PER
TOTAL bU
$1,271,630 0.11 1,131
$6,963,403 0.58 1,089
$16,654,457 1.38 1,055
£24,909,490 2.06
$1,208,790,520  100.00

COST
PER
b1t

1,202
835
823

1 xtpuaddy
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Appendix T Page 259

HANDICAPPED ACCESSIBILITY

The national handicapped accessibility estimate of $232 million was
allocated to the 31 field offices and 10 HUD regions by multiplying the
national mean cost per dwelling unit of $185 by the total dwelling unit count
for each field office (see Exhibit A-2). The resulting handicapped accessi-

bility estimates are presented in Exhibit I-8.



Exhibit I-8:

9
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n
12
13
14

REGION

Total Allocated Handicap Cost, by Region and Field Office

FIELD
OFFICE
NUMBER

a1l
012
013
014

FIELD
OFFICE
NUMBER

(1}
022
023
024

FIELD
OFFICE
HUMBER

LKD)
032
033
a34
035
B36

----------- REGION=01

FIELD
OFFICE
NAME

BOSTON, MA
HARTFORD, CT
MANCHESTER,
PROV

BUFFALD, MY
SAN JUAN, PR
NEW YORK, WY
NEWARK, NJ

FIELD
OFFICE
NAME

BALTIMORE, M
PHILADELPHIA
PITTSBURGH,
RYICHMDND, VA
WASHINGTON,
CHARLESTON,

TOTAL
HANDICAP
COsT

6,491,429
3,534,000
31,8]5,909
1,818,862

TOTAL

HANDICAP
, COST

$4,680,318
11,584,981
29,398,759
48,780,556

TOTAL
HANDICAP
CasT

4,356,595
9,207,818
is.??q,sss
3,746,986
§2.343,922
1,259,638

$27.189,547

PERCENT QF
GRAND
TOTAL

2.79
1 52
0,78
0.78

PERCENT (F
GRAND
TOTAL

2.02
4.99
12 66
378

PERCENT OF
GRAND
TOTAL

1.88
3.96
2 49
161
1.22
b 54
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Exhibit I-8: Total Allocated Handicap Cost, by Region and Field Office (continued)

15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23

24
25
26
27
28
29
30
3t
32

33
i3
35
k]
- 7
g

REGION

FIELD
OFFICE
NUMBER

041
042
043
044
045
046
047
048
049

FIELD
OFFICE
NUMBER

051
052
053
054
. 055
056
057
w1 058
059

FIELD,

QFFICE
NUMBER

061
062
063
¢64
065
066

FIELD
QOFFICE
NAME & 3 g

AL
o
+a

ATLANTA, GA
BIRMINGHAM, .
COLUMBIA, SC
GREENSBORO N
JACKSON, M5
JACKSONVILLE
KNOXVILLE, T
LOUISVILLE,
HASHVILLE, T

FIELD
OFFICE: , |
NAME :

CHICAGO _
COLUMBUS, OH
DETROIT,MI
INDIANAPOLTS
MILWAUKEE, W._
MINN/ST PAUL
CINCINNATI,
CLEVELAND, O
GRAND RAPIDS

T

FIELD ~
OFFICE
NAME

DALLAS, TX
LITTLE ROCK,
NEW ORLEANS,
OKLAHOMA CIT
SAN ANTONIO,
HOUSTON, TX

TOTAL .«
HANDICAP
COsT

$10, 364,655
$7.753,282
2,885,264
6,954,496
2,282,114
7,702,158
2,892,277
4,611,291
$4,612,952

TOTAL
HANDICAP
COST . _

$14,188,419
gi.aao,avs

3,602,289

§3,171,335
2,377,902
3,911,615
2,429,948
i5.4sq,ao|
1,621,565

TOTAL
HANDICAP
CosT

36.359.836
2,746,842
45,718,666
42,359,077
34,268,190
$1,.628,209

$23,080,819

PERCENT OF
GRAND
TOTAL

4 48
334
1.24
' 2 99
0 98
3 32
1 25
1.99
1.99

PERCENT OF ~

 GRAND
, TOTAL

6,11
0.81
1.55
1.37
102
1.68
1,05
2.35

- 0,70’

PERCENT OF
GRAND
TOTAL

2.7%
118
2 46
1.02
1 84
0.70

1 xtpuaddy
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Exhibit I-8: Total Allocated Handicap Cost, by Begion and Field Office (continued)

i9
40
41
42

44
45
46
47
43

19
50
51

REGION

FIELD
OFFICE
NUMBER

071
072
073
074

FIELD
OFFICE
NUMBER

o8

FIELD
OFFLCE
NUMBER

97
092
093
094
095

FIELD
GFFICE
NUMBER

101
102
103

FIELD
OFFICE
NAME

KANSAS CITY,
QMAHA, NE

ST LOUIS, MO
DES MOINES,

FIELD
OFFICE
KAME

DENVER, CO

FIELD
OFFICE
NAME

HONOLULU OFF
LDS ANGELES
SAN FRANCISC .
PHOENIX OFFI
SACRAMENTO O

FIELD
CGFFICE
NAME

ANCHORAGE, A
PORTLAND, OR
SEATTLE WA

TOTAL
HANDICAP
cosT

2,845,583
1,375,544
$2,689,5957
$783,283

TOTAL
HANDICAP
COST

43,003,015

TOTAL
HANDICAP
COosT

$945,513
33,406.284
4,039,148
2959,355
811,152

TOTAL
HANDICAP
COST

$207,448
$1,205,377
$2,912,579

$212,265,497

PERCENT OF
GRAND
TOTAL

1.23
0 59
116
0.34

PERCENT OF
GRAND
TOTAL

PERCENT OF
GRAKD
TOTAL

0.4
1.47
1 74
0.4
0.35

PERCENT OF
GRAND
TOTAL

I xTpuaddy
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INDIAN HOUSING

The rental FIX estimate of $161 million was allocated to the six Indian
Housing regions by taking the national estimate of $8,664 per dwelling unit
and multiplying this national mean times the total number of rental dwelling
units in each Indian Housing region. Exhibit I-9 contains the rental FIX
estimates. The same procedures was followed for the homeownership FIX
allocation to the six 0IPs. Exhibit I-10 shows the homeownership FIX
estimates. For rental ADDs, we first computed the mean cost per dwelling unit
for the 15 APDs categories and multiplied these times the total number of
rental dwelling units in each OIP, Exhibit I-11 presents the rental ADDs

estimates.

LT




Exhibit I-9:

oBs

OO e Y —

OIP
BAME

CHICAGD
DKLAHOMA CITY
DENVER
PHOENTX
ANCHORAGE
SEATTLE

TOTAL UNIV
RENTAL OUS

3,165
2,913
7,070
3,908

169

MEAN COST
PER DU

8663
8663
Bgéas3
#8663
8663
B663

[0 = - A ]

Bental FIX OIP Cost Estimates, Indian Developments

OIP RENTAL
FIX ESTIMATE

$27.,420,292
§25,227.065
$61,251,647
$33, 857,340
31,464,148

$160,787,739

I xTpuaddy
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Exhibit I-10: Homeowner FIX OIP Cost Estimates, Indian Developments

08s o1Ip TOTAL UNIV MEAN COST DXP HOMEOWRER
NAME HOMEGWHER DUS PER DU FIX ESTIMATE
1 CHICAGD 2,708 7213.99 $19,513, 858
2z OKLAHOMA CITY 11,441 7213 99 382.535.306
3 DENVER 5,178 7213.99 37,354,061
4 PHOENIX 8,758 7213 99 $63,180,)60 .
[ ANCHORAGE 1,056 7213.99 $7.017,974
é SEATTLE 1,746 7213 99 $12,595,634
30,884 4222,7%6,993

Ll

97 =3eg
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Exhibit I-11:

GIP
NAME

CHICAGO
GKLAHOMA CITY
DENVER
PHOENIX
ANCHORAGE
SEATTLE

TO1AL UHIV
RENTAL DUS

3,165
2,913
7.070
3,908

169

MEAN COST

FPER CU
CATEG 1

33,682
$3,062
$3,082
43,082
$3,082
43,082

MEAN COST PROJECT SPECIFIC MEAN COST

PER DU
CATEG 4

$1,347
$1,317
£1,317
$1,317
41,317
$1,317

HEAN COST
PER DU
CATEG 8

(150 3,415)
CATEG 4

i4,169.lb5
3,837,212
$9,313,110
$5,1a97,397

$222.619
$1.757,2490

$24,447, 294

HANDI1 CAPPED
(ALL 150}
CATEG 8

PER DU
CATEG 5

3zoo
200
$200
3200

4200
$200

MEAN COST
PER OU
CATEG %

ENERGY
(180 142)
CATEG 1

$9,754,789
$5,978.104
$21,790,318
$12,084,775
§520,872
44,111,497

$67.200,358

ENERGY

(150 3,445)

CATEG 5

$633,813
$583,399

$1.015,817

$/82,604
$33,843
$267,143

$1,716,570

NO 150
CATEG 9

MEAN COST

PER DU
CATEG 2

$2.620
iz,ezo
2,620
2,620
2.620
$2,620

HEAN COST
PER DU
CATEG 6

$263
3263
iZGJ

263
$263
$263

MEAN COST
PER DU
CATEG 10

REQUIRED
(150 142)
CATEG 2

48,292,818
47,632,537
$18,524,558
$10,235,600
$a42,808
331,495,298

348,627,620

REQUIRED

{150 3,445)

CATEG 6

833,916
1707,5|9
$£1,862,808
£1,029, 082
fa4,528
tab1, 443

41,889,956

OTHER ADDs

CATEG 10

MEAN COST

PER DU
CATEG 3

$12,659
§12.659
12,659
§12,659
12,659
412,659

MEAN COs

PER QU

CATEG 7

iz.uao
2,036
$2,036
$2,036
42,036
$2,036

MEAN CLOST

PER DU

TOTAL

322,178
422,178
422,178
$22,178
$22,178
$22,178

Rental ADD OIP Cost Estimates, Indian Developments, by Category

PROJECT SPECIFIC

(150 142}
CATEG 3

440,065,233
235,3?5,205
89,498,009
$49,470,753
$2,139,344
$16,886,895

$234,935,439

CURRENTLY
PROHIBITED
CATEG 7

36,443.514
5,930,752
$14,394,238
$7,556,532
$344,077
$2,715,97

3

$37,785,385

Q1P RENTAL

ADDs ESTIMATE

TOTAL

$70,193,548
$64,604,678

$156,794,859

$86,671,844
$3,748,092
429,585,527

$411,602,548

-
o
-
o
=]
[N
[
"
=

997 o%eg



Appendix I . Page 267

LEAD PATNT ABATEMENT

Exhibit I-12 presents Lead Paint Abatement Costs by Region and field
office. Total national costs were allocated on the basis of the percentage of
family units built prior to 1973. Data from the lead paint abatement research
was used to allocate higher costs to the older units (pre 1951) than to the

newer units.




Appendix I

Field Office

Boston
Hartfard
Manchaster
Providence

Buffalo
Naw York

Mewark
San Juan

Baltimore
Charleston
Philadeiphia
Pittsburgh
Richmongd
Washingten

Adlanta
Brrmingham
Columhia
Graensboro
Jackson
Jacksonville
Louisville
Knoxyiile
Nashville

Chicago
Cincinnatt
Clovaland
Columbus
Detroit

Grand Rapids
Indanapeahs
Milwaukse
Minn/St  Paul

Chicago Indian

Daflas
Heuston

Little Rock
Mew Orleans
Oklahoma City
San Antorug

Qkfahama City Indian

Des Moines
Kangas City
Omaha

St Leus

Danver

Lead Panit Abatament Costs
by Regien and Feld CHice

Exhibig 1-12

Cost of Abatement for Famly

Field Office

Abatement Costs

$12,504,568
$6,923,501
$1,835,109
$2,328,944

$7.018,493
$51,123,683
$19.026,623
§27,239.375

$7.,969,227
$1,624,003
$22,102,730
$11,225527
$8.952.375
$7.424,123

$28.563.880
$16,857,434
$4.145,958
$12,786,198
$4,328,414
$14,331,087
$9,140,107
$5,230,880
$9,824,692

$30,146,597
$5,703,614
$10,492,650
42,986,387
$8,551,274
$1,879,582
$5,036,584
$2.111,053
$3.287,212

$809,740

$11,576,358
$3,848.903
$4,485,089
$14,567,777
$3,125,113
$8,561,076

$1,307,345

$94,097
$3,768,230
$1,225,919
$4,146,712

$3,315,108

Units Buiit Prior to 1973

% Natl Family
Units Built
Prior to 1973

2 89%
1 55%
G 41%
¢ 52%

157%
11 46%
4 27%
6 11%

179%
036%
4.96%
2 52%
2H%
1 66%

5 28%
3 80%
0 93%
287%
0.97%
3 21%
2 06%
117%
220%

6 76%
128%
2 35%
0 67%
192%
0 42%
133%
0 47%
0 74%

018%

2 80%
D 86%
101%
3 27%
0 70%
192%

0 29%
0 02%
0 84%
027%
0 93%

0 74%

Region

i}

Wi

Vil

viil

Regional Abatement

Cosis

$23.992.122

$104,408,180

$59,297,885

$123,720,548

$71,085,003

§46,164.215

$9,285.858

$3,315,108

Page 268

% Matl Family
Units Bunit
Pricr to 1973

538%

23 41%

13 30%

22 49%

15 94%

10 38%

207%

074%
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Darnver indian

Honalulu

Los Angeles
Phasmix
Sacramanto
San Francisco

San Francisco Indian

Anchorage
Partiand
Seattle

Anchorage Indian
Seattile Indian

MNational Toals
Indian Totals
Publig Housing Total

£1,881,099

$1,881,099
$8,598,773
$1.730,310
$1,675,272
$8.622,89¢

$2,0086,255

$549,628
$1,289,250
$3,861,720

$21,11
$164,361

$452,189,910
$6,189,910
$446,000,000

0 42%

0 42%
183%
0 9%
0 38%
193%

0 45%

012%
0 29%
087%

Q01%
0.04%

101 38%
139%
100 80%

IX

$22,508.352

£5,700,598

Page 269
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Appendix .J

Exhibit J-1:

TABLE OQF SYS BY SEC

SYS SYSTEM

FREQUENCY
ROW PCT

TOTAL
(CONTIMUED)

+

+

+

+

+

+

F o b+

+

-

—t

+

SEC

NO 1350

+

o 4

%

b i e —

+

Inspector Second Opinion by System

INSPECTOR SECOND OPIMION

+

+

+

-

+

e e

+

+

-

¥

+

+

+

3

+

4

+

+

+

-

+

+

b e g

+

&

+

-

+

N

+m——

+

+

RN T——-

-

+

+

+

+——

+

+

+

+

+

o e

+

+

e

+

Page 273
7 | TOTAL
———————— +
o 292
0 00
-------- +
0 23
0 00
-------- +
o 864
o 00
-------- +
0 747
O 00
-------- +
0 114
0O
———————— +
o 610
G 00
-------- +
0 96
o 00
-------- +
0 868
C 00
-------- +
0 i 689
o cOo
-------- +
< &3
0 00
-------- +
1 216
0 48
-------- +
Q 187
0 0o
-------- +
0 477
o co
-------- +
0 380
© €O
-------- +
13 27682
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Exhibit J~1¢ Inspector Second Opinion by System (continued)

TABLE OF 5YS BY SEC

5YS SYSTEM  SEC INSPECTOR SECOND DPINION

FREQUENCY

ROW PCT ND ISg ¢ |2 |2 & |s ‘|7 { ToTAL

————————————————— B s st T e i e TR

ADD FLUE LINERS 0 20 13 45 4 5 C 87
0 00 22 89 14 94 51 72 4 80 5 78 0 00

——————————— I i P B el S e Lt B et 4

ADD PITCHED ROOF a 27 68 86 7 10 0 201
1 49 13 43 33 83 42 79 3 48 4 98 0 00

————————————————— B it S R s L T SRS

REPLACE RODF GOV 4 55 87 75 29 a8 o} 298
1 35 18 58 29 39 25 34 9 80 15 54 0 00

----------------- D it ittt ittt ittt Sttt ittt L E T

SMOKE VENT SYSTE o o 6 8 0 0 o 12
0 06 0 00 50 0O 50 0O 0 00 Q00 0 00

————————————————— e T ik At el Sttt &

WINDOWS (NRG EFF 12 649 193 83 48 67 0 1057
114 6t 40 18 73 7 85 4 34 G 34 0 00

----------------- B et T A At R T e Rt L P P S

STORM/SCREEN WIN 2 183 117 25 45 32 0 404
0 S0 4% 30 28 96 6 18 11 14 7 92 0 00

————————————————— Ll e it l St R kbt e it Lol et A i bl bl i o

SCREENS ONLY 3 72 42 30 4 30 0 l 184
1 66 39 78 23 20 16 57 2,21 16 57 0 00

----------------- e e R bt e ittt

UNBRKABL GLAZING 3 34 25 22 7 2 . 0 93
3 23 36 56 26 88 23 €6 7 53 2 15 0 00

————————————————— ittt e e et e e et

SHOWERS IN TUBS 5 253 97 50 15 7 o az7
117 59 25 22 72 14 71 3 51 i 64 0 ©0

----------------- B T et R R it e

ADD VANITY 5 142 147 74 51 18 0 437
1 14 32 49 33 64 16 93 11 67 4 12 0 00

————————————————— B L S i R R e atah &

BATH FLDOR FINIS 3 52 &8 3g 26 12 1 200
1 50 26 00 34 00 19 00 i3 00 & 00 0 BO

————————————————— B LT it T L e L e et

BATH WALL COVER 5 | 44 62 43 24 13 0 191
262! 2304 32 46 22 51 i2 57 6 81 o 00

----------------- L e Sttt e it At St Sttt 4

EMERG CALL SYS I 2 98 34 16 4 16 0 170
1 18 57 65 20 00 g 41 2 35 9 41 0 0o

————————————————— B e e e R e L Lt e

SINGLE ROOM A/GC 2 48 51 25 7 ¢ 0 133

. 1 50 36 08 38 3% i8 80 5 28 0 o0 0 0o

————————————————— B e it e et e Ak R

TOTAL 380 10615 8255 4941 1989 1488 13 27682

(CONTINUED)
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Exhibit J-1: Imspector Second Opinion by System (continued)

TABLE OF 5YS BY SEC

8Ys SYSTEM  SEC INSPECTOR SECOND OPINION "
FREQUENCY
ROW PCT ND IS0 |1 |2 la |4 Is |7 | TOTAL

----------------- B e T R ik i e o SR P Ry S

AC SLEEVE/ELEC S 1 58 86 42 7 8 Iy 202
0 50 28 71 42 57 20 79 3 47 3 86 0 00

----------------- Rt R e R Al B T T PR §

RADIATOR VALVES 3 111 45 34 3 3 0 199
1 51 55 78 22 61 17 ¢9 1 61 i 61 0 00

----------------- B bt e ittt Sl T Tl T r R S —)

CABINET/COUNTERT o} 61 56 35 14 5 ol 171
0 00 35 &7 32 75 20 47 8 19 2 92 Qo Q0

————————————————— R R R e ittt T b (L T A A

UPGRADE SINK/CAR 13 3¥2 280 125 as 29 0 848
153 36 79 33 02 14 74 10 50 3 42 0 00

————————————————— Rl T e D S S s T TR 3

KITCH STOVES 16 205 266 198 96 ai 0 812
1 97 2% 25 32 76 24 38 11 82 3 82 o 00

----------------- L e et E e R e e L &

WOOD STOVE o} o o 0 0 4 s} 4
o oo o 0o o 00 o 00 0 60 | 160 o0 0 00

————————————————— e e T s et T e T p gy §

KITCH REFRIG 7 160 234 224 128 25 0 778
o %0 20 %7 30 08 28 79 16 45 3 21 0 Qo

————————————————— R e it e e e S s

KIT FLOOR FINISH o} ga 93 69 61 61 o} 382
0 00 25 65 24 35 18 06 15 a7 15 97 0 00

----------------- b T it i T L L L LT TPy

KITCH WALL COVER 3 52 34 <le) 21 15 o} 155
t 94 33 85 21 94 19 35 13 55 9 68 0 0v

————————————————— B it daba D e el Tt TP PR

DISPOSAL o 16 39 25 23 6 0 109
0 00 14 &8 35 78 22 94 21 10 5 50 o 00

————————————————— e e e e e e ek ——————

LAUNDRY HOOKUPS 1 161 93 45 41 5 Q 346
0 29 46 53 26 &g 13 01 it 85 1 4% o 00

----------------- R it St T B P P SR S

CLOSET SPACE 0 48 46 23 3 7 o} 127
0 Qo0 37 80 35 22 18 11 2 36 5 51 0 00

----------------- e el e T e e el et T L

EXT SHED 3 38 77 54 35 14 o 222
i 35 17 87 34 68 24 32 18 77 6 31 0 00

----------------- L e Sttt et s Sttt ettt &

BED FLOOR FINISH 2 o8 80 81 53 | 79 0 413
0 48 23 13 21 79 22 03 t2 83 19 13 0 00

————————————————— B it T T i el Lt Tt T eC Uy P 3

TOTAL 380 10615 B255 4941 1989 1489 i3 27682

{CONTINUED)
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Exhibit J-1: Inspector Second Opinion by System {(continued)

TABLE OF SYS BY SEC

5YS SYSTEM  SEC INSPECTOR SECOND OPINION

FREQUENCY |

ROW PCT NO ISO |4 t2 |3 | 4 |5 17 | TOTAL

————————————————— T T T T T B A L Ll -

OTH FLOOR FINISH 2 82 107 a3 59 84 0 437
0 46 24 05 24 49 21 28 13 50 19 22 0 00

----------------- B L L T ek et T T T )

BED WALL COVER 0 29 17 1 ' 23 18 o 88
0 00 29 59 17 35 11 22 23 47 18 37 ¢ 00

----------------- T e L LT L

QTH WALL COVER 1 30 23 15 18 25 0 112
o 89 26 78 20 54 12 39 16 07 22 32 0 o0

----------------- B T L et R A e et e T T

FIRE ESCAPE o 85 27 6 0 15 o 113
Q 00 57 52 23 89 5 31 0 00 13 27 o 00

----------------- B T LT T S e bk Ll 3

EGRESS STAIRS 2 6 a 15 ) 5 0 37
5 41 16 22 24 32 40 54 o 00 13 51 o 00

----------------- B T Tt e et Ll e T R e e e 2

FIRE EXTINGUISHE 13 215 50 37 9 6 0 330
3 94 65 1B 15 15 11 21 2 73 1 82 o 00

————————————————— B R el LT T T U Sy LS PR R RIS |

FIRE PUMPS 0 18 5 5 0 2 0 30
0 00 60 00 16 67 16 67 0 00 6 67 ¢ ©o

————————————————— R e s ettt e e R L

SPRINKLER STANDP 1 54 20 19 8 17 o} 118
o 84 48 38 i6 81 15 97 € 72 14 29 g9 00

----------------- B L R ks

STANDPIPE SYSTEM 0 10 o} 1 0 o o 1
0 00 80 91 0 00 9 09 0 00 0 00 ¢ 00

————————————————— By S A T T T Uiy SRRV R

FIRE ALARM o} 247 70 28 24 5 0 374
0 00 66 04 18 72 7 48 6 a2 1 34 o 00

————————————————— ey A Syt g S SN

SMOKE DETECTORS i 260 32 20 2 25 o} 340
0 29 76 47 9 41 5 88 0 B9 7 35 o 00

----------------- B L LT Tt IRy SV (PP 1Sy VST SRy (ISP

SMOKE /VENT CONTR 0 76 51 21 7 2 0 157
0 00 48 41 32 48 iz 38 4 46 1 27 G 00

————————————————— it b T . o e e T T T Ry e e o

SMUOKE HATCHES o 16 9 13 0 o 0 38
o 00 42 11 23 68 34 214 0 00 0 00 ¢ 00

————————————————— B T [Py Uy iy U ST SN Ir Sy QU

SIGNAL /COMM 1 103 86 42 13 19 o 264
¢ 38 ag o2 32 58 i5 g1 4 g2 7 20 0 C0

————————————————— B e L sttt T S e e T s &

TOTAL 280 10615 8255 4941 1989 1489 13 27682

(CONTENUED)
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Exhibit J-1: Inspector Second Opinion by System (continued)

TABLE OF $YS BY 3EC

5Ys SYSTEM  SEC
FREQUENCY
ROW PCT NO IS0
_________________ e
SECURITY DEVICES [ o}
o 00
_________________ R
BLOCKUP WINDOWS l o
o QO
_________________ PR
CHILD GUARDS C
o 00
_________________ H
TV SURVEILLANCE o
o 00
_________________ U
ASBESTOS REMOVAL 2
2 80
_________________ R
LOBRY FLOOR FINI | )
0 00
_________________ +_._______
STAIR FLOOR FINI [ 3
5 08
_________________ .;...———————
INTERIOR RAILS o
0 00
_________________ e m—m—————
PUBLIC RESTROOMS )
0 00
_________________ - ————
LOBBY WALL COVER i
4 00
_________________ o ———————
STAIR WALL CDVER 1
4 3g
_________________ R
CHG SKIP sTOP EL o
o 00
_________________ P
CHG UP QUT/DOWN ¢
0 00
_________________ ool 0T
CHG ELEV CAB MAT ¢
Q o0
_________________ R
TOTAL 380

{CONTINUED)

+

¥+

+

INSPECTOR SECOND OPINION

10615

+

+

+

+

+

e e — —— —

+

¥

+

+

¥

F o fre—

4

+

r a— e e e — — . r— o — o ——

+

+

+

+

+

+

+

+

+

f— e —

+

-
[A]

Page

104

63
41
L
82
70
25
23
41
28
a8

27682

277
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Fxhibit J-1: Inspector Second Opinion by System (continued)

TABLE OF 3v¥5 8Y SEC

SYS SYSTEM  SEC INSPECTOR SECOND OPINIODN
FREQUENCY l
ROW PCT NO IsO |4 |2 |3 {4 Is {7 | TOTAL

----------------- B TR A L L T L T S R 3

CHG ELEV DOOR TY 1 2 8 26 o 8 o 45
2 22 4 44 17 78 57 78 o 00 17 78 0 00

----------------- T T e et T T T L St i T

ADD ELEVATORS (o) 5 8 9 4 4 0 30
o 00 16 67 26 87 30 00 13 33 13 33 G 00

————————————————— B T T e s LT T TP TRy ERNIyE S U )

BATT EMERG LTS 1 113 33 15 24 17 0 203
O 49 55 &7 16 28 7 39 i1 82 8 37 Q 00

----------------- o m s —F e —mmm b e e e e e m =}

EMERG LTS/POWER 1 45 15 6 2 8 0 79
1 27 62 03 18 89 7 59 2 B3 7 53 O 00

————————————————— B el R it e it R itttk ot =

MECH RM EXHAUST i ] €6 30 a3 o 5 o] 137
2 18 43 18 21 30 24 09 o 00 3 65 O 00

————————————————— R R b T R e e i dabah e Dt TR )

EXT ENTRY LTS ol . 146 67 30 3 29 0 275
0 00 53 09 24 36 10 91 109 10 55 o lele)

----------------- B et R Lt R B Lt LR L L L LT P

BLDG MNT SITE LT | 8 292 1214 42 19 1 0 483
1 66 60 46 25 08 g8 T0 3 a3 o 21 0 00

e ——— - o —— e e o ——— e ———— b m - Fm——————— Fmm - +

POLE MNT SITE LT 10 104 65 24 9 4 o 216
4 83 48 15 30 09 11 11 4 17 i 85 0 00

————————————————— Lt e it St ik T h i e ST L

OUTSIDE LIGHTS 1 103 132 23 i2 ] 0 280
0 36 a6 79 47 14 8 21 4 29 3 21 o 00

----------------- s St et bt R L ettt =

BLDG MNT LTS ' 3 84 67 33 7 21 5 220
1 36 as 18 30 45 i5 00 3 18 9 55 2 27

————————————————— e ladat 1 el T T it T L SR

COMMON AREA LTS o] I 108 62 57 114 21 0 259
o oo 41 70 23 24 22 (1 4 25 8 11 0 o0

----------------- Rt et T e e e il Sttt o

POLE MNT LTS [ 1 38 34 20 5 o 0 o8
i 02 33 78 34 69 20 414 5 10 0 00 0 QO

----------------- B s s T T e . LT

MASTER TV DIST 5 I 23 75 154 51 33 o) 241
1 47 8 74 21 g9 45 16 14 96 9 68 o 00

————————————————— B i e ettt B i il tatatrt sl e Pt ¥

SITE ELECT UPGRA 21 I 438 378 274 50 47 ] 1208
1 74 36 26 it 20 22 B8 4 14 3 89 0 00

————————————————— R e i R i B R it Tttt T b 3

TOTAL 380 10615 B255 4941 1989 1489 13 27682
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Exhibit J-1: Inspector Second Opinion by System (continned)

TABLE OF 5V5 BY SEC

SYS SYSTEM  SEC INSPECTOR SECOND OPINION

FREQUENCY N

ROW PCT NO IS0 |A |2 |3 |4 Is |7 | 7TOTAL

————————————————— B e S e T T T TIP3

DU ELECT UPGRADE 21 150 142 105 15 7 e} 410
5 12 |, 38 59 27 232 25 61 3 66 1M 0 00

————————————————— Bt R L e e T S

BLDG/OU CIRCUIT 0 69 17 26 '3 9 o} 124
o 00 55 €5 13 74 20 97 2 a2 7 28 O Q0

————————————————— B it S S Tkt A . Lt ST X

CHG SERVICE PANE 1 8 3 7 4 0 o} 23
4 35 34 78 13 04 30 43 17 39 ¢ 00 o 00

————————————————— B it T L L e i &

MUNIC WATER o e 15 14 0 o o as
0 00 23 68 39 47 36 84 0 Q0 0 00 0 Q0

————————————————— O et et BT et el R e

DIST CATH PROTEC 1 25 25 17 1 o o} 69
1 45 36 23 36 23 24 64 1 45 0 00 0 00

———————— et A et et el bt e e B e A e

WASTE CATH PROTC o} iR 10 9 1 0 o} 31
0 00 35 48 32 26 29 03 a 23 0 00 0 00

————————————————— e e T P Bt Tt SRR

STANDALDNE TANKS Q 8 11 a 0 10 0 39
0 00 23 08 28 21 23 08 0 00 25 64 0 00

————————————————— B et e bt S e bt L T T e

DU HW SYSTEM 9 19 18 11 2 12 Q 62
0 00 30 &5 29 03 17 74 3 23 19 35 0 00

————————————————— B i it TP et T it TRt

BLDG HW SYSTEM o 13 20 15 6 3 o} 57
0 00 22 81 35 08 28 32 10 53 5 26 o 00

————————————————— et T it it T e e it 4

MORE HW o} 8 14 23 1 o o 46
o 00 17 39 30 43 50 00 217 0 00 Q 00

————————————————— B I el e kT B it e T Tt

MORE SEPTIC CAPA o 54 31 14 o 2 0 101
0 00 83 47 30 69 13 86 0 00 1 98 0 00

------------------ B et e e N b B L o

MORE PIPE GCAPACI 1 82 G4 53 0 o 0 200
0 50 41 00 32 00 26 50 0 00 a 00 o 00

_________________ S 5 g M AP S 4

MUNIC SEWER o 0 1 1 0 0 0 2
o 00 0 00 50 00 5C 0C 0 00 0 00 0 Qo

————————————————— B i S e Tt N B i R L b,

SEP STRM/SWR S5YS 0 3 0, 2 o 0 0 5
Q o0 60 Q0 c 00 40 0C o 00 0 00 C 00

————————————————— B it S Rt L et L A e

TOTAL 380 10615 8256 4941 1989 1489 13 27682
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Exhibit J~1: Inspector Second Opinion by System (continued)

TABLE OF S5Y¥S5 BY SEC

SYS SYSTEM  SEC INSPECTOR SECOND OPINION

FREQUENCY

ROW PCT NO IS0 |4 [2 |3 |4 s i7 ! TOTAL

————————————————— L e et ettt Sl T T e e 2

H20 COND EQUIP 2 8 17 34 2 e} | 0 63
3 47 12 70 26 98 53 97 3 17 0 o0 0 00

----------------- R s e et e L e

CENT AC (COMMON ¢ 13 16 7 12 5 0 53
o 00 24 53 30 18 13 21 22 G4 9 43 0 00

----------------- B et e bt e S R el L Rt

ASBESTOS RMVL PI o 10 6 5 o] o] 0 21
o 00 47 62 28 57 23 81 o 00 C o0 0 oo

----------------- B e el R e T s st R e s

BLOWDOWN/WTR TRE i v} € 3 o] 2 l o] 12
8 33 ¢ o0 50 ©O 25 QO C o0 16 67 0 oo

----------------- B T e ks b T B e T e T s

WTR TREATMENT 0 4 6 13 o} 2 I} 25
0 00 16 00 24 00 52 Q00 0 Q0 8 00 0 00

----------------- s ek R e T R et

FLUE DAMPER 3 53 G0 49 | 8 7 e 1 181
i 66 29 28 33 15 27 07 4 97 3 87 o 0C

----------------- T T T T R T

FLUE HEAT XCHNGR 9] 7 16 25 o 2 2 52
o 00 13 48 30 77 48 08 o 00 3 85 3 85

----------------- ot mmmm e o e e e e e e m e — e ==

DU HEAT SYSTEM Io} 16 31 9 1 12 o 69
0 00 23 19 44 93 13 04 1 45 17 39 0 00

----------------- e B i T e it TR

CENT BOILER UPGR 2 &4 46 70 7 7 o 196
102 32 65 23 47 a5 71 3 57 3 57 0 00

----------------- B s St e T e s S S D P S

TEMP SETBACK CON 2 63 65 a5 22 19 o 256
o 78 24 61 25 39 33 20 8 59 7 42 o 00

————————————————— B e T S . R ettt L

DAY CARE i 37 41 7 1 2 o 89
1 12 49 57 46 o7 T 87 1 12 2 25 o 00

————————————————— e i it T e it Tttt 4

COMMERCIAL o} 3 2 13 2 1 o 21
o 00 14 29 8 52 &1 90 9 52 4 78 o 00

----------------- B T e T S T R

LAUNDRY 1 20 24 5 4 3 0 57
1 75 35 09 42 11 8 77 7 02 5 26 o 00

----------------- R R et D T e et e e e R L T

COMM/REC CTR s} 52 35 15 4 2 0 108
o o0 48 15 32 44 ia a9 3 70 185 o 00

————————————————— B e T S e St A ittt 3

TOTAL aso 10615 8255 4941 1988 1489 13 27682
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Exhibit J-1: Inspector Second Opinion by System (continued)

TABLE OF SYS BY SEC

SYS SYSTEM SEC INSPECTOR SECOND OPINION
FREQUENCY
ROW PCT NO IS0 |1 f2 K] |4 |s |7 i TOTAL
----------------- e Rt L e e L e e e T bt et
TEEN CTR 1 22 13 5 2 0 0 43
2 33 81 16 30 23 11 83 4 €5 o Q0 0 00
----------------- e el R D et it
CENT MAIL RM Q 19 12 18 5 4 Q s8
¢ 00 32 76 20 69 31 03 8 62 6 90 3]
————————————————— LR R e R D e e
MAIL KIDSKS Q 13 i3 21 I 4 2 s] 53
g oo 24 53 24 53 39 62 7 55 3 77 o o0
————————————————— e R e Ry e
MAINT SHOP 1 82 65 22 is G o 176
O 57 35 23 37 50 i2 50 10 80 3 41 o 00
————————————————— Bt T il e R et T
OFFICES o 27 44 22 10 2 0 108
0 00 25 71 41 80 20 45 9 s2 1 80 0 00
————————————————— B i S e D kit e T b el Bk bt
HEALTH FACILS Q 29 27 12 i 1 0 70
o 00 41 43 38 57 17 14 1 43 1 43 o 00
it Hrmm e Foem Fm e - e e o +
CENTRAL COMPACTO 1 i2 8 5 o 3 -0 29
l 3 45 ! «41 38 | 27 5G 17 24 < oo 10 34 o 0o
————————————————— E e e L R i Tl e e e L it J
INGEN-COMPACTOR 3 41 33 25 4 7 o | 113
2 G5 36 28 39 20 22 12 3 54 &6 t9 G 00
————————————————— B it e S T e et b LT
TRASH ENCLOSURE 3 72 &3 18 I 7 1 1 I 165
1 82 43 64 a8 18 10 91 4 24 O 61 0 61
S e Frmm————— e o m——— Fmmmmm e — e Frm - - +
YRD FENCING 2 30 64 30 27 10 0 163
1 283 18 40 39 26 18 40 18 586 6 13 O 00
————————————————— B e i L B e T e 3
YRG LANDSCAPIMNG o 21 25 12 G 1 0 I 65
c 00 32 34 38 46 18 46 9 23 { 54 ¢ 00
————————————————— it e ik da i il bttt e e e
PERIMETER FENCE 1 249 72 34 15 17 o] | 168
0 60 i7 26 42 86 20 24 8 93 10 32 Lo oe]
————————————————— B e et i e e L 3
LANDSCAPING l 7 103 ! 144 ] 30 46 | 20 0 | 50
2 00 29 43 4% 14 8 57 13 14 5 71 o oo
————————————————— B e it e i el e i
REMOVE PAVING Q 20 is 12 b 2 o] | 51
¢ 00 39 22 28 44 23 53 3 82 3 92 o 00
————————————————— B et e et it e e Rttt
TOTAL 380 10615 B255 4941 . 1889 1489 13 27682
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Exhibit J-1: Inspector Second Opinieon by System (continued)

TABLE QF SYS BY SEC

SYS SYSTEM  SEC INSPEGTOR SECOND GPINION
FREQUENCY
ROW PCT NO ISD A l2 K] |4 |5 17 | TOTAL

_________________ e et et T S e L LS

STTE DRAINAGE 1 21 15 11 5 2 o) 55
1 B2 38 18 27 27 20 00 9 09 3 64 0 00

----------------- L it St Rttt T T A et ittt dattat T L

CARPORT 0 0 4 6 1 a 0 24
0 00 o o0 16 &7 25 0 45 83 12 50 0 00

----------------- B T e R s et S A s St T T

GARAGE o 0 7 3 19 1 0 30
0 00 o 00 23 33 10 o0 63 33 3 33 0 00

————————————————— B i Sl D T s ettt TR T PP

PARKING LOT 19 58 75 29 8 o o) 181
6 08 32 04 41 44 16 02 4 42 0 00 o 00

————————————————— B R LTl T SRR USSP

PAVE LOT 3 19 17 14 3 2 0 61
4 92 31 15 27 87 22 95 9 84 3 28 0 00

----------------- L R R et L R R Lt T N L Lt T Y S R PR

CURB LOT 3 32 31 17 it 1 ¢ 95
3 13 34 38 32 29 17 714 11 4e 104 o 00

————————————————— Bt R R R L T

DRAIN LOT 4 17 12 8 1 2 o 42
9 52 40 48 28 57 14 29 2 38 478 0 00

————————————————— e e il e e R D e il PR et

SIDEWALKS " 3 l 54 36 20 17 I e 138
2 17 39 13 26 08 14 49 i2 32 5 20 0 00

——————————— Bl e i e e et A e it o

PEDEST WALLS o 3 2 5 1 0 0 1
0 00 27 27 18 18 45 45 9 09 o 00 0 00

----------------- L s it At ittt e et e L E L L L SR

PLAYGROUND 5 122 78 19 9 5 C 238
2 10 51 26 32 77 7 98 378 2 10 0 00

----------------- it Rk B it Sk T

PLAY EQUIP 5 69 64 14 1 1 0 154
3 25 44 81 41 56 8 09 0 6% 0 65 0 00

————————————————— B T T T T Sy T R e L L

TOT LOT 5 91 57 17 3 2 0 178
2 86 52 QO 3z s7 9 71 171 1 14 0 00

————————————————— B et L S L e L IPEPS

TOT EQUIP 0 20 21 3 0 1 ) 45
0 00 44 44 46 67 6 67 Q 00 2 22 0 00

----------------- B e b e R T T PR )

PLAY COURT 5 51 41 18 5 3 0 129
4 07 41 46 33 33 14 63 a4 07 2 a4 0 00

----------------- D et i i e R e At e T ]

TOTAL 380 10615 8255 4941 1989 1488 13 27682

{CONTINUED)
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Exhibit J-1:

TABLE OF SYS BY SEC

SYS SYSTEM

FREQUENCY
ROW PCT

PAVED ROADS
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o p—— +

+

+

SEC

+

e

INSPECTOR SECOND OPINICN

+

+

+

+

+

4 -

+

+

+

+

Inspector Second Opinion by System (continued)
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TOTAL
54

206
56
80
28
27
20

27682
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